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Congressional Quiz 





aE 


Third parties have played an important role in 
past American elections, and several have entered 
their own candidates in 1956. Can you answer some 
questions about them? Try for 7 out of 10. 


A--(a) .5 percent. In 1948, in contrast, minor 
parties received 5.3 percent of the popular vote. 


. Q--Can you match some prominent third parties 


1. Q--Two third parties figured prominently in the with records they have established? (four points) 


1948 Presidential election -- the Dixiecrats, or 
States’ Rights Demo- 
crats, and the Progress- 
ive party. Which Pres- 
idential candidate, the 
Dixiecrats’ J, Strom 
Thurmond, former Sen- 
ator, or the Progres- 
sives’ Henry A, Wallace, 
former Vice President, 
received: (a) the greater 
popular vote; (b) the 
greater electoral vote? 
(two points) 


A--Thurmond won on both counts. He received 
1,169,312 popular votes to Wallace’s 1,157,063, 
and 39 electoral votes to Wallace’s none. 


Q--At least three Presidents of the United States 
have headed third party tickets after they held 
that office. Can you name two of them? (two 


points) 


A--Martin Van Buren headed the Free Soil party 
ticket in 1848; Millard Fillmore, the Americanor 
Know-Nothing ticket in 1856; and Theodore Roose- 
velt, the Progressive or Bull Moose ticket in1912. 


. Q--Third party candidates have received votes in 
every Presidential election since 1836. In 1952 
the total third party vote equalled what percent 
of the total popular vote cast: (a) .5 percent; (b) 
5.3 percent; (c) 8 percent; (d) 12.7 percent? 
(one point) 


(a) Prohibition party (1) greatest electoral 
vote ever won by a 
third party candi- 


date. 


(b) Progressive party of (2) longest continuous 
1924 (Robert M. series of Presi- 
LaFollette) dential candidates. 


(c) Socialist party (3) greatest popular 
vote ever won by a 
third party candi- 


date. 


(d) Progressive party of (4) put up same candi- 
1912 (Theodore date most often. 
Roosevelt) 


A--(a)-(2), since 1872; (b)-(3), 4,831,470 popuiar 
votes; (c)-(4), Norman Thomas; (d)-(1), 88 elec- 
toral votes. Theodore Roosevelt’s Progressive 
party (the Bull Moose party) alsowonthe highest 
percentage of the popular vote cast (27.42 percent) 
although fewer total votes than LaFollette re- 
ceived in 1924. 


. Q--One of the following third parties is active 


in the 1956 campaign -- the others are part of 
history. Pick the one that has 1956 candidates: 
Jobless, Pewter Muggers, Know-Nothing party, 
Bucktails, Poor Man’s party, Readjusters. (one 
point) 


A--Poor Man’s party. Its Presidential nominee 
is Henry Krajewski, Secaucus, N,J., tavernopera- 
tor and pig farmer. 
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( Fact On Voting Participation 
Sheet 9 P 














CONGRESSMEN VOTE ALMOST 90% OF THE TIME 


As in the first session of the 84th Congress, Sen- © on0 
ators and Representatives in 1956 turned out in force Definitions 
for roll-call votes. On the average, Members voted on 
nearly nine of every 10 roll calls. Republicans had Soe en ce an, amc 
slightly higher Voting Participation scores than did pmisiBly hee ae . os mr a med y hese 
Democrats, who led by a small margin in 1955. Even any. ee oS Pk sas yen ” 
when they failed to cast ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay’’ votes, most acores -- eventS ts ret gre ng os an _ Space 
Members went On the Record by announcing their stands. perme b pa ae rape he the CO Bony a 
On the Record scores were computed on the basis both — ne a — : dis 

of ‘“‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay’’ directly affect the outcome of a 


f rec votes and a unc tands. : te - - 
- ord votes ‘and announced s roll call. Voting Participation is the closest ap- 
S proach to an attendance record, but it is only an 
cores ‘ : : 
approximation. A Congressman may be present and 
nevertheless decline to vote ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay”’ -- 


Composite scores relate the actual number of votes Ae 
: a ; usually because he has entered a pair with an absent 
cast or stands recorded to the maximum possible number ientier 


which each party might have cast or recorded on the 130 
Senate and 73 House roll calls of 1956, and the 217 Senate 
and 149 House roll calls of the 84th Congress. 





® ON THE RECORD -- Percentage of roll-call 
votes on which Congressman makes his position 
known by voting ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay,’’ entering alive pair, 
announcing his stand, or answering the CQ Poll. 
Scores are lowered by votes of ‘‘present’’ and by 
general pairs -- as well as by complete silence on the 
issue. Votes of ‘‘present’’ and general pairs are not 
expressions of opinion. On The Record does not 


Party Scores 


Republican Democrat 





1956 1955-56 1956 1955-56 

VOTING PARTICIPATION 

Both chambers 89%, 89% 79, 

Senate 90 88 88 

House 89 89 86 88 
ON THE RECORD 

Both chambers 93 92 92 92 

Senate 95 95 7 94 

House 92 92 90 91 


~ ¢ measure the effectiveness of a Congressman in 
87%, 87% 
5 


determining the outcome of roll calls, but it does 
show how frequently he tells his constituents and the 
general public where he stands on specific issues. 
Even if he must be absent, a Congressman can go 
On The Record. 


Pairs are used to cancel out the effect of ab- 

. sences A Congressman who expects to be absent for 
Regional Scores, 1956 a roll call pairs off with another Congressman, both 
of them agreeing not to vote. A live pair concerns 
one or several specific issues. A Congressman who 
East West South Midwest would vote ‘‘yea’’ pairs with a Congressman who 
would vote ‘‘nay.’’ Thus, both announce their stands. 
A general pair is a more arbitrary matching of ab- 
sent Congressmen, not involving announcement of 
their stands. 


Republican 





VOTING PARTICIPATION 
Both chambers 90% 90% 94% 89%, 
Senate 92 90 -- 87 
House 88 91 94 89 
ON THE RECORD 
Both chambers 93 95 95 92 
Senate 96 96 -- 93 
House 92 94 95 92 


The CQ Poll gives absent Congressmen the 
opportunity to announce their stands on roll calls. 
On important roll calls, CQ sends out ballots asking 
Congressmen how they would have voted if they had 
been present. 








Democrat 





West South Midwest 


VOTING PARTICIPATION Yearly Scores 
Both chambers 91% 86% 91% 
Senate 91 86 95 Combined Senate and House scores for Voting 
House 91 86 90 Participation: : 

ON THE RECORD 
Both chambers 95 91 94 
Senate 97 96 99 1956 89%, 87% 88% 
House 94 89 93 1955 88 89 88 





Republican Democrat Both Parties 
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Voting Participation - 2 


1954 87% 82%, 84% 
i953 89 86 87 
1951-52 83 81 82 


Combined Senate and House scores for On the 
Record: 


Republican Democrat 


1956 93% 92%, 92%, 
1955 92 94 93 
1954 91 87 89 
1953 92 90 91 
1952 87 83 85 


Both parties 





Leadership Scores 


Voting Participation and On the Record scores of 
Congressional leaders in 1956: 


Voting On the 
Participation Record 





SENATE 
Majority Leader Johnson 90% 95% 
Majority Whip Clements §2 99 
Minority Leader Knowland 98 98 
Minority Whip Saltonstall 94 98 
HOUSE 
Majority Leader McCormack 96 97 
Majority Whip Albert 99 99 
Minority Leader Martin 89 89 
Minority Whip Arends 96 99 


Highs and Lows 


Highest and lowest individual scorers in Voting 
Participation, 1956: 


HIGHEST SCORERS 


SENATE 
Democrat 


100% Neuberger (Ore.) 100% 
Jackson (Wash.) 100 
Wofford (S.C.)* 

Hill (Ala.) 

Hayden (Ariz.) 

Holland (Fla.) 

Kerr (Okla.) 

Johnston (S.C,) 


*Based on 83 votes for which Senator was eligible. 


Republican 
Williams (Del) 
Payne (Maine) 100 
Smith (Maine) 100 
Martin (Pa.) 100 
Curtis (Neb.) 99 
Langer (N.D.) 99 


HOUSE 


Republican: 14 scored 100% -- Baldwin (Calif.), Hill 
(Colo.), Church (Ill.), Simpson (Ill.), Gross (lowa), Talle 
(lowa), Devereux (Md.), Nicholson (Mass.), Ford (Mich.), 
Ostertag (N.Y.), Schenck (Ohio), Coon (Ore.), Poff (Va.) 
and Holmes (Wash.). 

Democrat: 21 scored 100% -- Huddleston (Ala.), 
Selden (Ala.), Aspinall (Colo.), Bennett (Fla.), Rogers 
(Fla.), Brown (Ga.), Boyle (Ill.), Murray (Ili.), O’Hara 
(Ill.), Chelf (Ky.), Natcher (Ky.), Marshall (Minn.), 
Abernethy (Miss.), Smith (Miss.), Sullivan (Mo.), Frazier 
(Tenu.), Kilgore (Texas), Harrison (Va.), Magnuson 
(Wash.), Johnson (Wis.) and Reuss (Wis.). 


LOWEST SCORERS 


SENATE 

Democrat 
Kefauver (Tenn.) 49% 
Daniel (Texas) 58 
Neely (W.Va.) 61 
Smathers (Fla.) 73 
Chavez (N.M.) 75 


Republican 
Wiley (Wis.) 68% 
Welker (Idaho) 71 
Potter (Mich.) 72 
Capehart (Ind.) 74 
Ives (N.Y.) 74 


HOUSE 

Democrat 
Lane (Mass.)* 22% 
Eberharter (Pa.) 23 
Chatham (N.C.,) 30 
Gamble (N.Y.) 33 Bell (Texas) 30 
Scudder (Calif.) 45 Thompson (La.) 32 


*Rep. Lane April 30 was sentenced to four months im- 
prisonment for tax evasion. He was released Sept. 4. 


On the Record 


Highest scorers, On the Record, 1956: 


Republican 
O’Hara (Minn.) 16% 
Hoffman (I11.) 27 
Nelson (Maine) 27 


SENATE 


Republican: 8 scored 100% -- Williams (Del.), Martin 
(Iowa), Payne (Maine), Smith (Maine), Curtis (Neb.), 
Cotton (N.H.), Case (N.J.) and Martin (Pa.). 

Democrat: 8 scored 100% -- Holland (Fla.), Douglas 
(lli.), Humphrey (Minn.), Symington (Mo.), Scott (N.C.), 
Kerr (Okla.), Neuberger (Ore.) and Jackson (Wash.). 


HOUSE 


Republican: 22 scored 100%, including 14 named 
above. Others: Teague (Calif.), Harvey (Ind.), LeCompte 
(lowa), Wigglesworth (Mass.), Henderson (Ohio), P routy 
(Vt.), Pelly (Wash.) and Byrnes (Wis.) 

Democrat: 23 scored 100%, including 21 named above. 
Others: O’Brien (Ill.) and Bolling (Mo.). 


Lowest scorers, On the Record, 1956: 


SENATE 


Republican 
Potter Mich} 81% 
Hickenlooper (lowa) 83 
Ives (N.Y.) 83 
Jenner (Ind.) 86 
Wiley (Wis.) 86 


HOUSE 
Republican 
O’Hara (Minn) 19% 
Nelson (Maine) Sl 
Davis (Wis.) 56 
Gamble (N.Y.) 60 
Hoffman (I11.) 62 


Democrat 
Byrd (Va.) 85% 
Chavez (N.M.) 87 
Kefauver (Tenn.) 91 


Democrat 
Lane (Mass.) 22% 
Eberharter (Pa.) 36 
Thornberry (Texas) 42 
Chatham (N,C.,) 44 
Patman (Texas) 53 


Absences 


Failures to vote usually may be traced to valid 
causes, including illness and conflicting official duties. 
Many missed one or more 1956 roll calis because of 
their own illness or illness or death in their families. 
(For names, Weekly Report, p. 976) 
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Voting Participation-On the Record Scores 


Senate Voting Participation - 1956 & 84th Congress 


VOTING PARTICIPATION, 1956. Percentage of 130 . VOTING PARTICIPATION, 84th CONGRESS, Percent- 
roll calls on which Senator voted “‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay.”’ age of 217 roll calls, 1955-56, on which Senator voted 
“yea” or “nay.” 


. ON THE RECORD, 1956. Percentage of 130 roll calls . ON THE RECORD, 84th CONGRESS, Percentage of 217 
on which Senator made his position known by voting roll calls, 1955-56, on which Senator made his position 
‘*yea’’ or “‘nay,”’ entering a live pair, announcing his known by voting ‘‘yea”’ or “‘nay,"’ entering a live pair, 
stand or answering the CQ poll. announcing his stand or answering the CQ poll. 


Headnotes 


*Not Member during first session. 

tNot eligible for all 130 roll calls in 1956; percentage 
scores are based on number of votes for which Senator 
was eligible. 








88 88 83 38 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
JohnstonD .... 
Wofford D 

ARKANSAS 
Fulbright D. . . . 
McClellan D . . 

CALIFORNIA 
KnowlandR... . 
Kuchel R 

COLORADO 


2F BBS BS BS 


WEST VIRGINIA 
Loird D 
Neely D 

WISCONSIN 
McCorthyR. .. 
Wiley R 

WYOMING 
Barrett R 
O'Mahoney D. . . 
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Voting Participation - 4 


Voting Participation-On the Record Scores 


1956 & 84th Congress 


House Voting Participation 


VOTING PARTICIPATION, 1956. Percentage of 73 VOTING PARTICIPATION, 84th CONGRESS, Percent- 
roll calls on which Representative voted ‘‘yea’’ or age of 149 roll calls, 1955-56, on which Representative 
*“*nay.”” voted ‘‘yea”’ or ‘‘nay.”’ 


ON THE RECORD, 1956. Percentage of 73 roll calls 
on which Representative made his position known by 
voting ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay,"’ entering alive pair, announc - 
ing his stand, or answering the CQ poll. 


- ON THE RECORD, 84th CONGRESS, Percentage of 
149 roll calls on which Representative made his posi- 
tion known by voting ‘‘yea"’ cr “‘nay,’’ entering a live 
pair, announching his stand, or answering the CQ poll 


Headnotes 


* Not Member during first session. 
t Not eligible for all 73 roll calls in 1956; percentage 
scores are based on number of votes for which Repre- 


sentative was eligible 
tt Died. Aug. 5, 1956. 





/ / 7 / 





ALABAMA 
3 Andrews D.. . 
1 Boykin D 
7 Elliott D 
2GrontD.... 
9 Huddleston D 
BJonesD.... 
5RainsD .... 
4RobertsD ... 
6 Selden D 
ARIZONA 
1 Rhodes R 
2UdeliD.... 
ARKANSAS 
1 GathingsD . . 
4HarrisD.... 
5 Hays D 
2MillsD .... 
6NorreliD... 
3 TrimbleD... 
CALIFORNIA 
7AllenR .... 
6 BaldwinR... 
2ZEngleD.... 
10 GubserR ... 
14Hagen D... . 
11 Johnson R . . . 
4MailliardR .. 
BMillerD.... 
3 Moss D o* 
29 PhillipsR .. 


BRSLEXTYSSLSYR 


ol 
™N 


9 YoungerR. .. 





FLAESSRAIRSS 


Los Angeles County 
23 DoyleD.... 88 W 91 
21 HiestandR. . . 95 95 
25 HillingsR... 8) 
tt20 HinshowR... 84 
19 HolifieldD .. 9 
82 
88 
88 
97 


26 Roosevelt D. . 
COLORADO 

4 Aspinall D. . . 

3 Chenoweth R . 


1 Rogers D 
CONNECTICUT 

3 Cretelia R 

1DoddD .... 

4 MoranoR .. . 

5 PattersonR . . 
AL Sadiak R. . . . 

2 Seely-Brown R. 


BBlithD.... 
10 Brown DD... . 
5DevisD.... 








4FlyntD.... 9 92 
3 ForresterD... 92 
9LlandrumD... 97 99 
7lonhamD... 93 93 
2PilcherD ... 75 85 
1} PrestonD ... 74 84 
6VinsonD ... 77 8 
IDAHO 
2BudgeR.... 97 W 
1PfostD .... % % 
ILLINOIS 
AllenR .... 85 85 
17 ArendsR.... 96 
19 ChiperfieldR . 89 9 
25GrayD.... 93 9% 
21MakD.... 95 95 
15 MasonR.... 75 84 
24PriceD .... 95 
14 Vacancy... . 
20 Simpson R . . . 100 100 
22 SpringerR. . . 99 
18VeldeR.... 78 84 
23 VurseliR ... 77 82 
Chicago-Cook County 
7 BowlerD ... 68 78 
12 BoyleD.. . . 100 100 
13 Church R . . . 100 100 
1 DowsonD... 78 81 
8GordonD... 66 82 
10 HoffmanR... 27 62 
5 KluczynskkiD . 88 9 
4McVeyR ... 93 % 
3 Murray D .. . 100 100 
6O'BrienD... 99 100 
2 O'Hara D . . . 100 100 
1] Sheehan RR... 81 9 
9YotseD.... 9 9 
INDIANA 
4AdairR .... 84 88 
SBeamerR ... 97 





3 Crumpacker R . 
8DentonD... 
2HoallekR... 
6 Harden R 

10 Harvey R . 
1 Madden D.. . 
9 Wilson R 


IOWA 


5 Cunningham R . 
6 DolliverR.. . 
3GrossR .... 
BHoevenR... 
7 Jensen RR... . 
4LeCompteR. . 
1 Schwengel R 
2 Talle R 


KANSAS 


lAveryR .... 
3 GeorgeR ... 
5 Hope R 

4 Rees R ‘ 
2 ScrivmerR.. . 
6SmithR .... 


KENTUCKY 


4ChelfD.... 
1 Gregory D. . . 
2 Natcher D. . . 
7 PerkinsD ... 
3RobsionR ... 
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Voting Participation - 5 





Pi 
nN 
Ww 


a 








6 Morrison D. . . 
5 Passman D. . 
7 Thompson D . . 
3WillisD.... 
MAINE 


3 McintireR. . . 

2NelsonR .. 
MARYLAND 

2 DevereuxR . . 

4FolionD.... 


11 O'Neill DD... 
3PhilbinD ... 
SRogersR.... 
13 Wigglesworth R 
MICHIGAN 
12 BennettR .. . 
BBentieyR ... 


Detroit-Wayne County 
66 


13DiggsD.... 
15 Dingell D.. . 
17 Griffiths D .. 
16 LesinskiD. . . 
1 Machrowicz D. 
14RabautD ... 
MINNESOTA 

7 AndersenR .. 
1] Andresen R . . 
BBlathikD... 
5 JuddR..... 
9 Knutson DD... 
6 Marshall D . . 
4 McCarthy D. . 
2O0'HoroR ... 


MISSISSIPPI 
| Abernethy D. . 
6ColmerD ... 
3SmithD.... 
2WhittenD.. . 
4 Williams D. . . 
5WinsteodD . . 

MISSOURI 
5BollingD ... 
9CannonD... 
8 CamohanD. . 
4 Christopher D . 
2CurtisR.... 


3 Sullivan BD... 
MONTANA 

2 FioreR .... 

1 Metcalf D. . . 


SSBsRFRs 
KRSVSSLKELS SVSLFSS VBSRSVRAFSLERLS SLSSSLSRNSKSLZ VLSSSINSB 


BSSRSSSSSR 


SLSSSSSSRIBSZB 


93 
” 
9 
85 


% 
88 
97 
92 
92 
81 
100 
81 
16 
95 


100 
97 
100 
86 
93 
93 


99 
89 
52 
78 
92 
99 
% 
9 
85 
86 
100 


95 
97 


288 8ExF 


100 
97 
100 
89 
% 
97 


100 


74 


100 


97 
97 


SEBBREBS BLS BSSIV 


FSES+a 


Lass 


SLSS*A KRSSLSBSSSSVY SSSSBs2Syeesys VYYsss23 FB 


S32 





11 Addonizio D. . 
3 Auchincloss R . 
8 Canfield R . 
5 Frelinghuysen R 
2HandR..... 
12 KeanR..... 
9 OsmersR ... 
WRodinoD ... 
13 SieminskiD . . 
4 Thompson D . . 
14 Tumulty D. . . 
7 WidnalIR.. . 
6 Willioms D. . . 
1 Wolverton R. . 
NEW MEXICO 


31 TaylorR. . .. 
1] Wainwright R . 
29 WhartonR. . . 
34 Williams R. . . 
New York City 
8B Anfuso D... 
5BoschR .... 
24 BuckleyD. . . 
11 CellerO.... 
17 CoudertR.. . 
20 Davidson D . . 
7 Delaney D. . . 
23 DollingerD . . 


SS SBFSEVBVILSSEIS 8S 


9 
75 
88 
33 
62 
89 
% 
84 
85 
88 
00 
89 
92 
75 
9 
93 
9 
74 
85 
89 
85 
70 
97 
51 
79 
82 
73 
97 
9 


oO 
33 


WKellyD.... 
9KeoghD.... 
19 KleinD.... 
4lathomR ... 
13 MulterD .. . 
16 Powel! D .. . 
iSRayR. 1... 
14RooneyD ... 
21 Zelenko D. . . 
NORTH CAROLINA 


RIISSSrTLIFESB 


9 AlexanderD.. 95 


3 Barden D. . . . 


55 


1 Bonner D. . . . 93 


7 CarlyleD... 
5 Chatham D. . 

4CooleyD ... 
BDeaneD.... 
6DurhamD... 


78 


+ ® 


78 
79 
8) 


FESIISSSSKFSESSISSVLISRAVS 


8 33383 
®& 3338 


VQSRKZREILRELSSSIR BS 


8B SFSRSLKVGBESLSELY Br 


92 
% 
9 
78 
95 
60 
78 
93 
9 
84 
9 
89 
100 
9 
93 
oe 
93 
% 
99 
85 
86 
90 
93 


RRLKELSSA 


GIssys 


ay 


BSISRETS 


RYLSSSELLSSESY LS KF SSL 


22 
NN 





&S ZRS8 
RS SLRS 


KRISSSSRVSELIRUSIYFRISESERK BS FIVS 


10 JenkinsR... 
19 KirewenD... 
4 McCulloch R . 
17 McGregor R. . 
23 Minshall R . . 


3 Schenck R. . . 
1 SchererR . . . 
21 VonikD.... 
12 VorysR.... 

OKLAHOMA 
3 Albert DD... . 
1 BelcherR... 
2 Edmondson D . 
5 JarmonD.. . 
4SteedD.... 
6 Wickersham D. 
EGON 


BS SSLBSI SSSFSSLSRSSSVNLAISSSSSYLS FS 88kS 


MZEYSSY KLSRSRSIRSSSSRSHLSVSSVLG 


S BSSSES SIISLILSSFSSKESSILSSSIRSF 


2CoonR .... 
4 ElisworthR . . 
3GreenD ... 
1 Norblad R. . . 
PENNSYLVANIA 
3 Holland D- . - 


8 


3 
3 


21 KelleyD... 
BKingR. .... 
13 McConnei! R . 
26 Morgan D. . . 
16 Mumma KR... 
19 Quigley D. . . 
14RhodesD ... 
22 SeylorR. . .. 
18 Simpson R. . . 
20 Van Zandt R. . 
15 WalterD ... 
Philadelphia 
1 SerrettD ... 
3BymeD.... 
4 Chudoff D. . . 
2 Vacancy 
5 Green D. ... 
6 ScottR .... 
RHODE ISLAND 
2 Fogarty D. . . 
| ForandD ... 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
4 Ashmore D. . . 
3DomD.... 
6 McMillan D. . 89 





15 Kilgore D. . . 
19 Mahon D .. . 
1 PatmanD.. . 
1] PoageD. . . . 
4Raybum D. . . 
18 Rogers D. . . . 
16 Rutherford D. . 


12 WrightD .. . 
UTAH 
2 Dawson RR... 
1 DimonR.... 
VERMONT 
AL Prouty R 
VIRGINIA 
4AbbittD ... 
10 Broyhili R. . . 
3GoryyD.... 
2HardyD.... 
7 Harrison D. . . 
9 Jennings D . . 


1 Robeson D. . . 
8SmithD.... 
STuckD.... 
WASHINGTON 
4HolmesR .. . 
SHoranR... . 
BMockR.... 
AL Magnuson D. . 
1PellyR .... 
6 Tollefson R . . 
2 WestlandR . . 
WEST VIRGINIA 
3BoileyD ... 
4 Burnside D 


10 O'’Konki® . . 
SReusD.... 
1 SmithR.... 
6 Von PeltR .. 
3 WithrowR. . . 
4 ZablockiD. . 

WYOMING 

AL Thomson R. . . 


GSS KISSSSses SS RSX 


SELLESBSRYI FBSLKSSABSS LF 


QB SYVGLSSS' LHSSRSRGLKRESSIQY VRKGLLIOS 


~88 
BF ALS 
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C Fact 
| ae Sheet 


On Lobby Registrations 














NEW LOBBYISTS PUSH 10-YEAR TOTAL TO 3,273 


New registrants in 1956 pushed the 10-year total of 
lobbyists to 3,273. 


© What were their interests? 
© What were the year-by-year registrations? 


Registration figures compiled by Congressional 
Quarterly showed that 315 persons and organizations 
registered as lobbyists from Jan. 1 through July 27, 1956, 
the date Congress adjourned. This compares with 329 
registrations during the first session of the 84th Congress. 

The Federal Regulation of Lobbying Act was enacted 
Aug. 2, 1946. It requires all persons who ‘‘shall engage 
himself for pay or for any consideration’’ for the pur- 
pose of attempting to influence, either ‘‘directly or in- 
directly,’ the passage or defeat of legislation to register 
with the Clerk of the House of Representatives and the 
Secretary of the Senate. 

Many lobbyists registered twice or more during the 
Act’s 10-year life, usually each time for a different or- 
ganization. The total registrations reached 4,382 through 
the 1956 adjournment, but this total represented only 
3,273 lobbyists because of the duplications. The law does 
not require withdrawals from the registration lists when 
a lobbvist stops working for an organization. 

The breakdown by category of the 3,273 lobbyists: 
individuals, 2,794; law and public relations firms, 147; 
organizations, 332. 

The 315 registrations added in 1956 tothe lobby rolls 
renresented 191 new registrants: * dividuals, 131; law 
anc public relations firms, 19; organizations, 41. The 
one-year high for registrations was 731 in 1947, the first 
full year of the Act’s operation, while the low was 204 in 
1952. (See accompanying registration chart.) 


Lobbyists’ Interests 


Lobbyists’ wages and expenses varied as widely as 
their interests durin~ the second session of Congress. 

Robert M. Burr, . gistered for the National Elec- 
trical Manufacturers assn., listed his salary and ex- 
penses as $30,000 annually. John A, Reynolds of the 
Western Cotton Growers said he would receive $24,000 in 
compensation and expenses. Many lobbyists said ontheir 
registration forms that they worked for nocompensation. 

The company working for the most lobby groups in 
1956 was the law firm of Covington & Burling of Wash- 
ington, D.C, It had 15 registrations in 1956. Former 
Secretary of State Dean Acheson and U.S, Chamber of 
Commerce Treasurer Joel Barlow are among its at- 
torneys. 

The group employing the most lobbyists was the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen 
(Ind.), with seven registered for 1956. The Brotherhood 
was interested in passage of bills to amend the Railroad 
Retirement Act of 1937 by increasing pension benefits. 
Congress July 23 passed a bill to provide an increase in 
benefits estimated at $10a month. (Weekly Report, p. 902) 





Registration Totals 


The Federal Regulation of Lobbying Act of 1946 
requires the registration of all persons attempting to 
influence federal legislation. The year-by-year pic- 
ture of total registrations since the law was enacted: 


YEAR REGISTRATIONS YEAR REGISTRATIONS 


1946* 222 1951 342 
1947 731 1952 204 
1948 447 1953 296 
1949 599 1954 413 
1950 1955 383 

315 


*Last four months only. 
**From Jan, | through July 27. 











A spokesman for the group said it had “‘difficulty 
in getting hearings going’’ on increased pensions. He 
said the high number of registrations was due to bringing 
state representatives of the union to Washington to talk to 
legislators from their home state. He said this was an 
‘‘effective lobbying technique.”’ 


Congressmen Lobbyists 


Six former Congressmen were employed as lobbyists 
in 1956 to attempt to influence legisiation. Registrations 
showed the ex-lawmakers and their employers included: 

Ex-Rep. Alfred J, Elliott (D Calif., 1937-49), County 
of Tulare, Visilia, Calif.; ex-Rep. J, Hardin Peterson 
(D Fla., 1933-51), Peoples Lobby Inc., Washington, D.C.; 
ex-Sen. James P, Kem (R Mo., 1947-53), Washington Gas 
Light Co., Washington, D.C. 

Former Senate Democratic Leader Scott W, Lucas 
(D Ill., 1939-51) filed for the State Loan& Finance Corp. 
of Washington, D.C., Republic of Panama, Panama City, 
Panama andthe Bicycle Manufacturing Assn. of America 
of New York, N.Y.; ex-Sen. Francis J, Myers (D Pa., 
House 1939-45, Senate 1945-51) filed for Transamerica of 
San Francisco, Calif. Myers died July 5. 

Ex-Sen. Burton K, Wheeler (D Mont., 1923-47) filed 
for the Montana Power Co., Butte, Mont., Pacific power & 
Light Co., Portland, Ore. and the Washington Water Power 
Co., Spokane, Wash. Ex-Rep. Harry L. Towe (RN.J., 
1943-51) filed for Associated Railroads of New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania Station New York, N.Y. 

Perhaps 1956’s most unique lobby registration was 
that of Michael P, Egan, ‘‘philosopher and philosophical 
consultant’’ of Warrensville, Ill. Egan said his legislative 
interest was ‘‘to serve as lobbyist inthe public interest, 
promoting the general welfare of the U.S, and its citizens.’’ 
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RESIGNATION SPOTLIGHTS SUPREME COURT 


Associate Justice Sherman Minton Sept. 7 announced 
his resignation from the United States Supreme Court 
effective Oct. 15, giving President Eisenhower an op- 
portunity to make his third appointment to the court. 
Although there is some precedent for withholding such 
an appointment (which must be confirmed by the Senate) 
until the new Congress meets in January, the President 
could make a recess appointment either before or after 
the Presidential election on Nov. 6. Should he be de- 
feated in his bid for re-election yet send a Court appoint- 
ment to the Senate after Congress meets but before the 
Jan. 20 inauguration, there is some question whether 
the Senate would act to confirm. 


Background 


Since the Supreme Court was established in 1789, 
a total of 122 appointments have been forwarded to the 
Senate for confirmation (see chart). These involved 113 
separate appointees, some of whom were nominated more 
than once. Of these 113, only 93 have been confirmed 
and have accepted. These included Edwin M, Stanton, 
who died four days after confirmation and never sat on 
the Court, and Associate Justices Edward D. White, 
Charles Evans Hughes and Harlan F, Stone, who later 
were nominated to be Chief Justices. Thus only 89 men 
have served on the Court in 167 years. 


Seven appointees were confirmed but declined to 
accept: Robert H,. Harrison; William Cushing, an Asso- 
ciate Justice who declined appointment as Chief Justice; 
John Jay, the first Chief Justice who resigned and later 
declined re-appointment; Levi Lincoln; John Quincy 
Adams; William Smith; and Roscoe Conkling, the last to 
decline after confirmation, in 1882. 


Another nine appointments have been rejected by the 
Senate: John Rutledge, a member of the first Court whose 
appointment as Chief Justice was rejected; Alexander 
Wolcott, John C, Spencer, George W. Woodward, Jeremiah 
S. Black, Ebenezer R, Hoar, William B, Hornblower, 
Wheeler H, Peckham, and John J, Parker, whose nomina- 
tion by President Hoover in 1930 was the last to be 
rejected. Parker, a Federal Circuit Court Judge from 
North Carolina and a Republican, is among those men- 
tioned for the Minton vacancy. 


Another dozen appointments either were not acted on 
or were withdrawn or both: John J, Crittenden, Roger 
B, Taney (later nominated to be Chief Justice and con- 
firmed), Reuben H, Walworth, Edward King, John M, Read, 
Edward A, Bradford, George E, Badger, William C, 
Micou, Henry Stanbery, George H. Williams, Caleb 
Cushing and Stanley Matthews (later reappointed and 
confirmed). 


Effects of Elections 


On Jan. 20, 1801, after the election of Democrat 
Thomas Jefferson, the Federalist President John Adams 
nevertheless nominated John Marshall to be Chief Justice. 


Marshall was confirmed Jan. 21, although Jefferson was 
opposed to him. On Feb. 13, the Federalist Congress 
enacted a new law reducing the number of Supreme Court 
Justices from six tc five and setting up 16 new Circuit 
Court judgeships. By March 2, two days before Jeffer- 
son’s inauguration, the Senate had confirmed all of Presi- 
dent Adams’ appointments, who were dubbed ‘‘ Midnight 
Judges’’ by the Democrats. 


In September, 1828, Associate Justice Robert Trim- 
ble died. President John Quincy Adams, defeated on 
Nov. 4 by Democrat Andrew Jackson, offered the vacancy 
to Henry Clay, who declined it and urged the appointment 
of John J, Crittenden of Kentucky. Adams nominated 
Crittenden Dec. 17, but the Senate, controlled by Demo- 
crats, voted Feb. 12, 1829 to postpone action on the 
appointment. Jackson took office March 4 and proceeded 
to name John McLean of Ohio, who had been Postmaster 
Geaeral under Adams. 


On Feb. 25, 1841, Associate Justice Philip P, Barbour 
died. President Van Buren, who had been defeated the 
previous November by William Henry Harrison, imme- 
diately nominated Peter V. Daniel of Virginia to the 
vacancy. Daniel was confirmed by the Senate March 2 
by a vote of 22-5 after the Whigs had walked out in 
indignation. 


In 1844, President Tyler made several attempts to 
fill two vacancies on the Court. The Senate refused to 
act on his appointments of Reuben H, Walworth and 
Edward King, pending the outcome of the election, when 
Democrat James K, Polk won. Before leaving office in 
1845, Tyler withdrew both nominations and sent in the 
names of Samuel Nelson and John M, Read. Nelson was 
confirmed Feb. 14, 1845, but the Senate refused to act 
on Read’s nomination. 


On Jan. 10, 1853, President Millard Fillmore nomin- 
ated George E, Badger to a vacancy, but the Senate voted 
Feb. 11 to postpone consideration to March 4when Demo- 
crat Franklin Pierce was due to take office. Fillmore 
then sent up the name of WilliamC, Micou, but the Senate 
failed to act and President Pierce named Jchn C, Campbell 
on March 21. 


On Feb. 5, 1861, following the election of Republican 
Abraham Lincoln, Democratic President James Buchanan 
nominated Jeremiah S, Blackto a vacancy on the Court, 
The Senate Feb. 21 rejected the nomination, 25-26, and 
the vacancy was filled by President Lincoln. 


On Feb. 2, 1893, following the election of Democrat 
Grover Cleveland, GOP President Benjamin Harrison 
appointed Howell E, Jackson of Tennessee to a vacancy. 
Jackson, the first Democrat appointed to the Court by a 
Republican President since 1861, was confirmed Feb. 
18. 
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Supreme Court - 2 


Presidents Appointed 113 to Supreme Court... ®@ 


State Date of Birth Nominated To Replace Date of Date Confirmed Other Action Date Resigned Date of Death Years of 
by ee eat Appointment Service 


John Jay* N.Y. 12/12/1745 Washington 9/24/1789 9/26/1789 6/29/1795 5/17/1829 
John Rutledge $.c; 1739 Washington 9/24/1789 9/26/1789 ¥ 5/1791 7/23/1800 
William Cushing Mass. ¥/ 1/1732 Washington 9/24/1789 9/26/1789 9/13/1810 
Robert H. Harrison Md. 1745 Washington 9/24/1789 9/26/1789 Jan. 1790(D) 4/20/1790 
James Wilson Pa. 9/14/1742 Washington 9/24/1789 9/26/1789 8/21/1798 
John Blair Va, 1732 Washington 9/24/1789 9/26/1789 1/27/1796 8/31/1800 
James Iredell! N.C. 10/ 5/1751 Washington Harrison 2/ 9/179 2/10/1790 10/ 2/1799 
Thomas Johnson Md. 11/ 4/1732 Washington Rutledge 8/ 5/1791 & VI 7/1791 3/ 4/1793 10/25/1819 
VW/ 1/1791 
William Paterson NJ. 1745 Washington Johnson 3/ 4/1793 3/ 4/1793 9/ 9/1806 
John Rutledge* Washington Jay 7/ 1/1795 & 12/15/1795(R) 
1V/ 5/1795 
William Cushing* 3/ 1/1732 Washington Jay 1/26/1796 1/27/1796 2/ 2/1796(D) 
Samuel Chase Md. 4/17/1741 Washington Blair 1/26/1796 1/27/1796 6/19/1811 
Oliver Ellsworth* Conn. 4/29/1745 Washington Jay 3/ 3/17% Y/ 4/1796 9/30/1800 11/26/1807 
Bushrod Washington Va.  6/ 5/1762 Adams —- Wilson 9/29/1798 & 12/20/1798 11/26/1829 
12/19/1798 
Alfred Moore N.C, 5/21/1755 Adams Iredell 10/20/1799 & 12/10/1799 March, 1804 10/15/1810 
12/ 6/1799 
John Jay* Adams Ellsworth 12/18/1800 12/19/1800 lf 2/1801(D) 
John Marshall* Va. 9/24/1755 Adams Ellsworth 1/20/1801 1/27/1801 7/ 6/1835 
William Johnson S.C. 12/27/1771 Jefferson Moore 3/22/1804 3/24/1804 8/ 4/1834 
Henry B, Livingston N.Y. 11/26/1757 Jefferson Paterson 11/10/1806& 12/17/1806 3/18/1823 
12/13/1806 
Thomas Todd Ky. 1/23/1765 Jefferson New Seat 2/28/1807 3/ 3/1807 2/ 7/1826 
Levi Lincoln Mass. 5/15/1749 Madison Cushing lf 2/1811 l/ 3/1811 1/20/1811(D) 4/14/1820 
Alexander Wolcott . 11/12/1775 Madison Cushing 2/ 4/1811 2/13/1811(R) 
John Quincy Adams Mass. 7/11/1767 Madison Cushing 2/21/1811 2/22/1811 = April, 1811(D) 2/23/1848 
Joseph Story Mass, 9/18/1779 Madison Cushing 11/15/1811 11/18/1811 9/10/1845 
Gabriel Duval Md, 12/ 6/1752 Madison Chase 11/15/1811 11/18/1811 Jan., 1835 Y/ 6/1844 
Smith Thompson NLY. 1/17/1768 Monroe Livingston 9/ 1/1823& 12/ 9/1823 12/18/1843 
12/ 8/1823 
Robert Trimble Ky. 1777 J.Q. Adams Todd 4/11/1826 5/ 9/1826 8/25/1828 
John J. Crittenden Ky. 9/10/1787 J.Q. Adams Trimble 12/17/1828 2/12/1829(P) 7/26/1863 
John Me Lain Ohio 3/11/1785 Jackson Trimble 3/16/1829 3/ 7/1829 4/ 4/1861 
Henry Baldwin : 1/14/1780 Jackson Washington lf 4/1830 l/ 6/1830 4/21/1844 
James M, Wayne ; 1790 Jackson Johnson l/ 7/1835 V/ 9/1835 7/ 5/1867 
Roger B. Taney 5 3/17/1777 Jackson Duval 1/15/1835 3/ 3/1835(P) 
Roger B. Taney* Jackson Marshal! 12/28/1835 3/15/1836 10/12/1864 
Philip P. Barbour . 5/25/1783 Jackson Duval 12/28/1835 3/15/1836 2/25/1841 
William Smith 1762 Jackson New Seat 3/ 3/1837 3/ 8/1837. March, 1837(D) 6/10/1840 
John Catron “ 1786 Jackson New Seat 3/ 3/1837 3/ 8/1837 5/30/1865 
John Mc Kinley 5/ 1/1780 Van Buren New Seat 4/22/1837 & 9/25/1837 7/19/1852 
9/18/1837 
Peter V. Daniel ; 4/24/1784 Van Buren Barbour 2/26/1841 3/ 2/1841 5/30/1860 
John C, Spencer aVi 1/ 8/1788 Tyler Thompson lf 9/1844 1/31/1844(R) 5/18/1855 
Reuben H. Walworth .Y. 10/26/1788 Tyler Thompson 3/13/1844 6/17/1844(W) 11/27/1867 
Edward King ‘ 1/31/1794 Tyler Baldwin 6/ 5/1844 6/15/1844(P) 
Edward King Tyler Baldwin 12/ 4/1844 2/ 7/1845(W) 5/ 8/1873 
Samuel Nelson .Y. 11/10/1792 Tyler Thompson 2/14/1845 2/14/1845 11/28/1872 12/13/1873 
John M, Read 2 2/21/1797 Tyler Baldwin 2/ 7/1845 No action 11/29/1874 
George W. Woodward . 3/26/1809 Polk Baldwin 12/23/1845 1/22/1846(R) 5/10/1875 
Levi Woodbury «H. 12/22/1789 Polk Story 9/20/1845&  1/ 3/1846 9/ 4/1851 
12/23/1845 
Robert C. Grier : 3/ 5/1794 Polk Baldwin 8/ 3/1846 8/ 4/1846 1/31/1870 9/26/1870 
Benjamin R. Curtis . 1V/ 4/1809 Fillmore Woodbury 9/22/1851 & 12/29/1851 9/ 1/1857 9/15/1874 
12/11/1851 
Edward A. Bradford = 9/27/1813 Fillmore Mc Kinley 8/16/1852 No action 
George E. Badger .C. 4/13/1795 Fillmore Mc Kinley 1/10/1853 2/11/1853(P) 5/11/1866 
William C. Micou . 1806 Fillmore Mc Kinley 2/24/1853 No action 
John A. Campbell 6/24/1811 Pierce McKinley 3/21/1853 3/25/1853 April, 1861 3/13/1889 
Nathan Clifford 8/18/1803 Buchanan Curtis 12/ 9/1857 1/12/1858 7/25/1881 
Jeremiah S$. Black 2 1/10/1810 Buchanan Daniel 2/ 5/1861 2/21/1861(R) 8/19/1883 
Noch H, Swayne 12/ 7/1804 Lincoln McClain 1/21/1862 1/24/1862 1/21/1881 6/ 8/1884 
Samuel F. Miller 4/ 5/1816 Lincoln Daniel 7/16/1862 7/16/1862 10/14/1890 
David Davis 3/ 9/1815 Lincoln Campbell 10/17/1862& 12/ 8/1862 3/ 4/1877 6/26/1886 
12/ 1/1862 
Stephen J. Field . I 4/1816 Lincoln New Seat 3/ 6/1863 3/10/1863 12/ 1/1897 4/ 9/1899 
Salmon P, Chase* 1/13/1808 Lincoln Taney 12/ 6/1864 12/ 6/1864 5/ 7/1873 
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Supreme Court - 3 


... But Only 89 Were Seated in167 Years 


Date of Birth Nominated To Replace Date of Date Confirmed Other Action Date Resigned Date of Death Years of 
by Appointment Service 





Henry Stanbery 2/20/1803 Johnson Catron 4/16/1866 No action 6/26/1881 
Ebenezer R. Hoar . 2/21/1816 Grant New Seat 12/15/1869 2/ 3/1870(R) 1/31/1895 
Edwin M, Stanton ‘ 12/19/1814 Grant Grier 12/20/1869 12/20/1869 12/24/1869 
William Strong : 3/ 6/1806 Grant Grier 2/ 7/1870 ~—«-2/18/1870 12/14/1880 «8/19/1895 
Joseph P. Bradley » P 3/14/1813 Grant New Seat 2/ 7/1870 3/21/1870 1/22/1892 
Ward Hunt .Y. 6/14/1810 Grant Nelson 12/11/1872 12/11/1872 V/ 7/1882 3/24/1886 
George H. Williams* Z 3/23/1823 Grant Chase 12/ 1/1873 l/ 8/1874(W) 4/ 4/1910 
Caleb Cushing* .  V/17/1800 Grant Chase \/ 9/1874 1/13/1874(W) V/ 2/1879 
Morrison R, Waite* 11/29/1816 Grant Chase 1/19/1874 1/21/1874 3/23/1888 
John M, Harlan 4 6/ 1/1833 Hayes Davis 3/29/1877 & 11/29/1877 10/14/1911 
10/17/1877 
William B, Woods 8/ 3/1824 Hayes Strong 12/15/1880 12/21/1880 5/14/1887 
Stanley Matthews 7/21/1824 Hayes Swayne 1/26/1881 No action 
Stanley Matthews Garfield Swayne 3/14/1881 5/12/1881 3/22/1889 
Horace Gray . 3/24/1828 Arthur Clifford 12/19/1881 12/20/1881 7/ 9/1902 9/15/1902 
Roscoe Conkling .Y. 10/30/1829 Arthur Hunt 2/24/1882 3/ 2/1882 March, 1882(D) 4/18/1888 
Samuel Blatchford LY. Y/ 9/1820 Arthur Hunt 3/13/1882 3/27/1882 7/ 7/1893 
Lucius Q.C. Lamar 9/17/1825 Cleveland Woods 12/ 6/1887 1/16/1888 1/24/1893 
Melville W. Fuller* 2/11/1833 Cleveland Waite 5/ 2/1888 7/20/1888 7/ 4/1910 
David J, Brewer 1/20/1837 Harrison Matthews 12/ 4/1889 12/18/1889 3/28/1910 
Henry B, Brown . 3/21/1836 Harrison Miller 12/23/1890 12/29/1890 5/28/1906 9/ 4/1913 
George Shiras, Jr. : 1/26/1832 Harrison Bradley 7/19/1892 7/26/1892 2/23/1903 8/21/1924 
Howell E. Jackson 4/ 8/1832 Harrison Lamar 2/ 2/1893 2/18/1893 8/ 8/1895 
William B. Hornblower .Y. 5/13/1851 Cleveland Blatcaford 9/19/1893 1/15/1894(R) 6/16/1914 
Wheeler H. Peckham .Y.  V/ 1/1833 Cleveland Blatchford 1/22/1894 2/16/1894(R) 9/27/1905 
Edward D. White 4 3/ 3/1845 Cleveland Blatchford 2/19/1894 2/19/1894 
Rufus W, Peckham 11/ 8/1838 Cleveland Jackson 12/ 3/1895 12/ 9/1895 10/24/1909 
Joseph Mc Kenna . 8/10/1843 McKinley Field 12/16/1897 1/21/1898 VY 5/1925 11/21/26 
Oliver W. Holmes . Y/ 8/1841 Roosevelt Gray 8/11/1902& 12/ 4/1902 1/12/1932 3/ 6/1935 
12/ 2/1902 
William R. Day 4/17/1849 Roosevelt Shiras 2/19/1903 2/23/1903 11/13/1922 7/ 9/1923 
William H, Moody . 12/23/1853 Roosevelt Brown 12/ 3/1906 12/12/1906 11/20/1910 7/ 2/1917 
Horace H. Lurton 2/26/1844 Taft Peckham 12/13/1909 12/20/1909 7/12/1914 
Edward D, White* Toft Fuller 12/12/1910 12/12/1910 5/19/1921 
Charles E. Hughes -Y. 4/11/1862 Toft Brewer 4/25/1910 5/2/1910 6/10/1916 
Willis Van Devanter | 4/17/1859 Taft Moody 12/12/1910 12/15/1910 6/ 2/1937 —-2/ 8/1941 
Joseph R. Lamar 4 10/14/1857 Taft White 12/12/1910 12/15/1910 l/ 2/1916 
Mahlon Pitney mn 2/ 5/1858 Taft Harlan 2/19/1912 3/13/1912 12/31/1922 12/ 9/1924 
James C, McReynolds 2/ 3/1862 Wilson Lurton 8/19/1914 8/29/1914 1/31/1941 8/24/1946 
Louis D, Brandeis . 11/13/1856 Wilson Lamar 1/28/1916 6/ VI916 2/13/1939' 10/ 5/1941 
John H, Clarke i 9/18/1857 Wilson Hughes 7/14/1916 7/24/1916 9/18/1922 3/22/1945 
William H. Taft* . 9/15/1857 Harding White 6/30/1921 6/30/1921 2/ 3/1990 3/ 8/1930 
George Sutherland 3/25/1862 Harding Clarke 9/ 5/1922 9/ 5/1922 1/17/1938" 7/18/1942 
Pierce Butler . 93/17/1866 Harding Day 11/23/1922 12/21/1922 11/16/1939 
Edward T. Sanford 7/23/1865 Harding Pitney 1/24/1923 1/29/1923 3/ 8/1930 
Harlan F. Stone .Y. 10/11/1872 Coolidge McKenna l/ 5/1925 2/ 5/1925 
Charles E, Hughes* ‘ye 4/11/1862 Hoover Taft 2/ 3/1990 2/13/1930 7/ 1/1941 8/27/1948 
John J. Parker <. Hoover Sanford 3/21/19 5/ 7/1930(R) 
Owen J. Roberts . 5/ 2/1875 Hoover Sanford 5/ 9/199 5/20/1930 7/31/1945 5/19/1955 
Benjamin N. Cardozo .Y. 5/24/1870 Hoover Holmes 2/15/1932 2/24/1932 July 9, 1938 
Hugo L. Biack . 2/27/1886 Roosevelt Van Devanter 8/12/1937 8/17/1937 
Stanley F. Reed ; 12/31/1884 Roosevelt Sutherland 1/15/1938 1/25/1938 
Felix Frankfurter . 11/15/1882 Roosevelt Cardozo V/V 5/1939 1/17/1939 
William O, Douglas . 10/16/1898 Roosevelt Brandeis 3/20/1939 4/ 4/1939 
Frank Murphy . 4/13/1890 Roosevelt Butler lf 4/1940 1/15/1940 7/19/1949 
Harlan F. Stone* Roosevelt Hughes 6/12/1941 6/27/1941 4/22/1946 
James F. Byrnes $.¢. 1879 Roosevelt Stone 6/12/1941 10/ 3/1942 
Robert H., Jackson N.Y. 2,/13/1892 Roosevelt McReynolds 6/12/1941 7/ 7/1941 10/ 9/1954 
Wiley B. Rutledge lowe 7/20/1894 Roosevelt Byrnes 1/11/1943 2/ 8/1943 9/10/1949 
Harold H, Burton Ohio 6/22/1888 Truman Roberts 9/18/1945 9/19/1945 
Fred M, Vinson* Ky. 1/22/1890 Truman Stone 6/ 6/1946 6/20/1946 9/ 8/1953 
Tom C, Clark Texas 9/23/1899 Truman Murphy 8/ 2/1949 8/18/1949 
Sherman Minton Ind. 10/20/1890 Truman Rutledge 9/15/1949 10/ 4/1949 10/15/1956' 
Earl Warren* Calif. 3/19/1891 Eisenhower Vinson 9/30/1953 3 1/1954 
John M, Harlan N_LY, 1899 Eisenhower Jackson 1/10/1955 3/16/1955 





D -- Declined P -- Postponed 
W -- Withdrawn * -- Chief Justice 
R -- Rejected t -- Retired 
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Pressures On Congress 
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NGORC CONTRIBUTIONS 


Seven oil and gas companies have admitted to con- 
tributing more than $900,000 to the Natural Gas and Oil 
Resources Committee to fight for passage of the natural 
gas bill (HR 6645). (Weekly Report, p. 165) 

Leonard F, McCollum of Houston, Texas, chairman 
of the NGOR Committee, June 14 at hearings of the 
Special Senate Committee to investigate Corrupt Prac- 
tices said the expenditures of the Committee ‘‘beginning 
in 1954’ and continuing ‘‘to date’’ had totaled $1,- 
753,513.70. He said a total of 1,259 individuals and cor- 
porate contributors voluntarily had supplied the money. 

Frank O, Prior, president of Standard Oil of Indiana, 
Sept. 11 told the Committee his company’s subsidiary, 
Stanolin Oil and Gas Co., had contributed $100,000 to the 
NGORC. On the same day, T.S, Peterson, Standard Oil 
Co. of California; H.S.M. Burns, Shell Oil Co.; and A.L. 
Nickerson, Sacony-Mobil Oil Corp., said their companies 
contributed $100,000,$119,000 and $138,000, respectively, 
to the group. 

Sidney A, Swensrud and Archie D, Gray of the Gulf 
Oil Co. Sept. 12 said the company had contributed 
$111,000 to NGORC. At the earlier hearing McCollum 
said his group had received contributions of $175,000 
from the Humble Oil and Refining Co. and $153,000 from 
the Texas Co. 

The $910,000 contributions by the seven oil companies 
represent more than 50 percent of the total contributions 
received by the NGORC, while the seven contributors 
represent a little more than one-half of 1 percent of the 
1,259 contributors. All of the oil companies said they 
claimed the contribution as a tax deductible business 
expense. 


CONSERVATIVES MEET 


The National States Rights Conference at Memphis, 
Tenn., Sept. 15 declined to formally set up a third party 
and ‘‘endorsed’’ candidates for President and Vice Pres- 
ident. 

The 317 delegates from about 12 splinter parties in 
25 states adjourned as a ‘‘National Conservative Move- 
ment.’’ The group voted to support T, Coleman Andrews, 
former director of Internal Revenue, for President, and 
ex-Rep. Thomas H. Werdel (R Calif., 1949-53), for Vice 
President. (Weekly Report, p. 1113) 

Clarence E, Manion, co-chairman of For America, 
Sept. 14 in the Conference’s keynote address called for a 
new party of the ‘‘political and moral right.’’ John U, 
Barr, chairman of the Federation for Constitutional 
Government, and program chairman for the meeting, Sept. 
15 said ‘‘if we form a third party the Republicans and 
Democrats will kill us.’’ He said ‘‘if you believe in states 
rights, for God’s sake practice states rights.’’ 

Conference Chairman Earl Evans Jr. of Canton, 
Miss., blocked the move fora formal third party by ruling 
that all resolutions first must be submitted in writing. 
The ruling was upheld by 14 ofthe 25 states represented. 
The resolutions committee was known to be anti-third 


party. 


The National Conservative Movement hopes to win 
enough Presidential electors to keep either major party 
from getting the necessary 266 electoral votes to win. 
The election would be thrown into the House of Repre- 
sentatives, where each state would have one vote, regard- 
less of population. States rights leaders predict they 
could win a ‘‘compromise”’ fight. (Weekly Report, p. 465) 


POLITICS FOR BUSINESSMEN 


The National Assn. of Manufacturers Sept. 14 urged 
businessmen to participate in politics to counter what 
the NAM said was a labor drive to dominate the federal 
and state governments. 

in a 15-page pamphlet titled Organized Labor’s 
Program to Organize the Legislative Halls, the NAM 
said labor has fashioned a ‘‘political missile of massive 
proportions’’ to explode during the current campaign. 
NAM said labor’s 1956 efforts would make prior labor 
political drives look ‘‘strictly bush league.”’ 

The pamphlet said business could help turn labor’s 
political ‘‘missile’’ into a ‘‘dud’’ by encouraging manage- 
ment people to get into politics, by discussing broad 
political issues in company publications, by permitting 
candidates to tour plants and by urging workers to vote. 
The booklet said that while corporations cannot make 
political contributions ‘‘individuals have greater freedom 
and should exercise it, both in regard to contributions 
and activity in behalf of candidates who will be free 
agents.”” NAM president Cola G, Parker, in a letter 
accompanying the pamphlet, said if ‘‘the proclaimed poli- 
tical ambitions’’ of union leaders are successful ‘‘it 
means an end to truly representative government in the 
United States.’’ 

James McDevitt, co-director of the AFL-CIO’s 
Committee on Political Education, Sept. 15 said the NAM 
charges were ‘‘ridiculous.’’ McDevitt said ‘‘we have no 
desire to control the affairs of our nation.”’ He said 
‘‘we merely seek to bring about the end of the domination 
presently being exercised over our Congress and state 
legislatures by the big monopolies of the nation.”’ 


IUE BACKS STEVENSON 


The International Union of Electrical Workers (AFL- 
CIO) in convention at St. Louis, Mo., Sept. 1 voted to 
endorse Democratic candidates Adlai E. Stevenson and 
Sen. Estes Kefauver (Tenn.) for President and Vice 
President. The union, which claims 410,000 members, 
said more than 700 convention delegates were on the 
floor when the voice vote was takenonthe resolution, and 
one opposing vote was Cast. 

The resolution denounced the Eisenhower Adminis- 
tration and said ‘‘the Big Business Administration, with 
its Cadillac Cabinet, has betrayed its promises to labor; 
has given away, at an ever swifter pace, our public 
resources.”’ 

James J. Matles, organization director of the 
United Electrical Workers (Ind.), in an address to the 
IVE Sept. 12, said merger of the two unions was looked 
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upon favorably by the independent union. UE was ex- 
pelled from the CIO in 1949 on charges it was Com- 
munist-dominated. 

Matles said ‘‘80 percent of those who held executive 
positions in the UE and who were accused by the IVE 
of Communist affiliation, now are holding jobs in either 
the IUE, the International Assn. of Machinists or the 
United Auto Workers’ union.’’ He said ‘‘the officers of 
the UE have signed non-Communist affidavits forthe last 
nine years. That question is no issue any longer.’’ 


AFL-CIO, ILA TO CONFER 


The AFL-CIO Sept. 17 said its president, George 
Meany, would meet Sept. 21 with the International 
Longshoremen’s Assn. head, Capt. William V, Bradley, to 
discuss possibilities of bringingthe ILA into the merged 
labor group. 

The ILA was expélled from the old AFL three years 
ago on charges it failed to rid itself of racketeering and 
criminal taints. Meany offered to hear proof from 
Bradley that the ILA had successfully handled the four 
mal-practice charges leveled against it by the AFL. 

The Citizens Waterfront Committee Sept. 19 said 
it hoped the merged labor movement would open its 
ranks to the ILA. The group was formed to hear the 
pier union’s grievances against the New York-New Jersey 
Waterfront Commission, and was later broadened to 
cover labor-management ethics and Communism onthe 
piers. 


PUBLIC POWER 


The Guaranty Trust Co. of New York Sept. 17 said 
‘the real give-away’’ in modern politics is the ‘‘give- 
away’’ of the taxpayers’ money to support non-self- 
sustaining federal power projects. 

In a newspaper advertisement reprint from The 
Guaranty Survey, a monthly business review, the New 
York City investors’ bank quoted statistics from the 
Hoover Commission Task Force on Water Resources 
and Power which said ‘‘federal power systems were found 
to have a total revenue deficiency...of nearly $332 
million.’’ The advertisement said ‘‘the federal ‘yardstick’ 
for power rates was too short by some 40 percent; it 
was a 23-inch yardstick.’’ 

Clyde T. Ellis, general manager of the National 
Rural Electric Cooperative Assn., Sept. 18 said the 
financial computations, quoted in the Guaranty advertise- 
ment, ‘“‘are grossly distorted.’’ Ellis said they were 
based on ‘‘biased task force reporting which echo nothing 
more than anti-federal power propaganda subsidized by 
the American taxpayers for the commercial power 
companies.’’ 


FARM GROUPS HIT QUOTA 


The National Council of Farmer Cooperatives and 
the American Farm Bureau Federation, at public hearings 
of the Office of Defense Mobilization, Sept. 12 said they 
opposed the imposition of quotas on imports of foreign 
cordage, including binder and baler twines. 

Domestic producers requested import restrictions of 
foreign cordage under Section 7 of the Trade Agreements 
Extension Act on the grounds that the domestic industry 
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was essential to defense and imports were damaging the 
domestic industry. 

John J. Riggle, secretary of the National Council, 
said that ‘‘farmer cooperatives...patronize the domestic 
industry and want sound domestic industries maintained 
if possible under competitive conditions. As a matter 
of self-preservation, however, they oppose the imposition 
of quotas on imports of farm supplies which can have no 
other effect than to raise costs of farmoperation.”’ 

John C, Lynn, AFBF legislative director, said ‘‘it 
has long been the policy of Congress to permit essential 
farm supplies to be imported duty free.’’ Lynn said if 
quotas were imposed ‘‘farmers using twines would be 
called upon to bear the cost of the almost certain price 
increase resulting from this action.’’ 
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NEW GROUP FORMED 


Former Florida Governor Fuller Warren (D) Sept. 
17 was granted a charter at Miami for a new organiza- 
tion -- the National Assn. for the Protection of White 
People and Fair Treatment of Negroes. The group said 
it would seek an amendment to the Constitution giving 
each state the right to decide whether it will integrate 
or segregate the races. 

Robert L, Davis of Fort Lauderdale is president of 
the group, Warren is its attorney. Davis said the group 
will be bi-racial. He said ‘‘we will not create a dis- 
turbance...we have no animosity toward Negroes. Davis 
said the organization would be financed mainly by con- 
tributions and that organizational plans are being made to 
establish branches in all states. 


NEW PARITY ASKED 


Herschel D, Newsom, master of the National Grange, 
Sept. 15 said a new farm parity formula should be found. 
Such a new formula, said Newsom, ‘‘should take due 
account of the enormous capital investment in agriculture 
and the labor input in terms of hours of work involved in 
the production of food and fiber.’’ 

The farm leader said ‘‘it seems obvious to me that 
the present parity index is not a good measuring stick 
of the adequacy of farm income. We question its use as 
a true measure ofthe economic status of rural America,”’ 
Newsom said the Grange would present recommendations 
to Congress and officials of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture for consideration next year. 


RIVERS-HARBORS BILL 


Marvin B, Marsh, president of the Mississippi 
Valley Assn., in the Sept. issue of the Association’s 
News Letter said ‘‘plans to expedite the enactment of a 
new Omnibus Rivers and Harbors and Flood Control bill 
early in the next session of Congress are now being made. 
President Eisenhower Aug. 10 vetoed the $1.6 billion 
authorization bill passed by Congress in the closing days 
of the 1956 session. The MVA head said the most vital 
project of the bill would be the remedial work at the 
Chain of Rocks above St. Louis. 
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Committee Roundup 








In This Section (Sept. 14-20) 

@ Subcommittee Studies D.C. School Integration 
@ Foreign Trade Policy Hearings in House 

@ Monopoly Charged in Television Industry 





NICKEL PROJECT 


COMMITTEE -- House Government Operations, Spe- 
cial Government Activities Subcommittee. 

ACTION -- Sept. 14 released a partial text of a 
memorandum written by Randall Cremerof the Frederick 
Snare Corp. of New York, aconstruction company that won 
a 1954 federal contract in the $43 million expansion of a 
government nickel plant at Nicaro, Cuba. Cremer wrote 
that before the contract was awarded hecalledon Repub- 
lican National Committee Chairman Leonard W, Hall June 
3, 1954, and assured Hall ‘‘we have no Democrats in the 
higher brackets, and believed practically none in the 
lower.’’ The memo said Cremer promised to ‘‘work 
with’’ Hall in placing bonds and insurance forthe project 
‘‘where it would do the most good’”’ and to ‘‘do anything 
within reason.”’ 

Cremer’s memorandum said he later called on James 
P, Pinkley, General Services Administration official, and 
asked what was holding up the contract. Pinkley replied, 
according to Cremer, ‘‘the National Committee,’’ and 
added he hoped ‘‘we can get Hall’s clearance today -- 
thinks now this is essential.’’ 

BACKGROUND -- A Subcommittee investigation in 
January and February led the Democratic majority to 
report that ‘‘political and private influence played an ac- 
tive role inthe awarding”’ of the nickel contracts. (Weekly 
Report, p. 738) 

GSA Administrator Edward F, Mansure resigned Feb. 
6 because of ‘‘personal obligations’’ after Congressional 
criticism of his role in awarding contracts. (Weekly 
Report, p. 192) 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- Hall told reporters 
Sept. 14 he had ‘‘never cleared any contractor, big or 
small, for work with the government.’’ Any suggestion 
that he did, he said, was ‘‘pure bunk.’”’ 


TELEVISION INQUIRY 


COMMITTEE -- House Judiciary, Antitrust Subcom- 
mittee. 

RESUMED HEARINGS -- In New York City on anti- 
trust and monopoly problems in the television industry. 
Members of the Federal Communications Commission 
testified in Washington June 27-29 and July 11-13. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee held hearings on television inter- 
mittently from Jan. 26 to July 18, 1956. (Weekly Report, 
p. 741) July 23 the Committee filed an interim report 
(S Rept 2769) on Federal Communications Commission 
policy in allocation of TV frequencies. (Weekly Report, 
p. 898) 


TESTIMONY -- Sept. 14 -- Victor R. Hansen, As- 
sistant Attorney General in charge af the Antitrust Divis- 
ion, said a Justice Department investigation of the tele- 
vision industry ‘‘suggests that the principal networks 
beyond doubt have power to dominate if not control major 
aspects of television.’’ Hansen said the inquiry ‘‘now 
focuses on whether that power has been, or will likely be, 
used to exclude competition.’’ If it had, the Justice De- 
partment would institute antitrust action, he said. Hansen 
said there was a ‘‘striking similarity’’ between the TV 
industry and the ‘‘pattern of monopoly”’ in the motion 
picture industry broken up eight years ago, He estimated 
the Justice inquiry might take two years to complete. 

Sept. 17 -- Stanley Adams, song writerand former 
president of the American Society of Composers, Authors 
and Publishers (ASCAP), said ‘‘freedom of music has been 
seriously impaired’’ by the operations of Broadcast Music 
Inc., an organization founded in 1940 to rival ASCAP, He 
said BMI paid no performance fees to song writers when 
a song was broadcast and had created an ‘“‘inequality of 
opportunity in broadcasting.”’ 

Sept. 18 -- Carl Haverlin, president of BMI, said his 
organization was founded ‘‘to create competition and we 
have been eminently successful."’ He ‘‘vigorously’’ de- 
nied that BMI was dominated by the networks. 

Billy Rose, theatrical producer, said BMI was pub- 
lishing 74 percent of the top songs and that ‘‘not only are 
most of the BMI songs junk, but in many cases they are 
obscene junk, pretty much on a level with dirty comic 
magazines.’’ He said BMI was ‘‘responsible for rock- 
and-roll and the other musical monstrosities which are 
muddying up the airways.’’ Rose said the best American 
musical talent had ‘‘an easier time crashing through the 
Iron Curtain than through the electronic curtain which the 
broadcasting companies have set up through their three- 
way control of the airwaves, the outfits which publish 
(music) and the companies which make phonograph rec- 
ords.”’ He said the Subcommittee investigation was ‘‘the 
first important breath of fresh air in this whole foul 
mess.”’ 

Sept. 19 -- Dr. Allen B, DuMont of the DuMont Broad- 
casting Corp. said the FCC method of allocating televis- 
ion frequencies favored the two big networks. He said 
that ‘‘to prevent a monopolistic system of broadcasting, 
four or more networks were required.’’ He proposed a 
system of frequency allocation that would provide at least 
four TV stations in the top 100 markets of the country. 

Louis J, Appell Jr., Susquehanna Broadcasting Co. 
chairman of York, Pa., said the FCC was “‘dilatory and 
inefficient’? and that Congress should keep the agency 
‘tunder surveillance.’’ 

Sept. 20 -- In a telegramtothe Subcommittee, F rank 
Sinatra, singer and motion picture star, said antitrust 
action was needed toend ‘‘practices which create restraint 
and take from the artist those creative freedoms which 
are so necessary to his talent.’’ Sinatra said his career 
declined after an official of Columbia Records, a Columbia 
Broadcasting System affiliate, began to choose for him 
‘‘many, many inferior songs, all curiously bearing the BMI 
label.’’ Sinatra said his career revived afterhe left Co- 
lumbia for a company ‘‘free of broadcasting affiliations.’ 
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TRADE POLICY 


COMMITTEE -- House Ways and Means, Customs, 
Tariffs and Reciprocal Trade Agreements Subcommittee. 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- On U.S, foreign trade policy. 

TESTIMONY -- Sept. 17 -- Willard L. Thorp, 
Amherst College economics professor and former Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of State for Economic Affairs, said 
he doubted that western embargoes on trade in strategic 
materials with Communist countries had ‘‘much security 
significance any longer’’ although they had been necessary 
during the West's military buildup. He said ‘‘some 
relaxation’’ of trade restrictions might be possible, 
“thus reducing the area of potential conflict between 
ourselves and the free world.’’ Thorp said ‘‘recent 
trends are likely to intensify the demands upon govern- 
ment to raise higher barriers to foreign imports.’’ He 
said ‘‘it is hard to see how we can have an effective 
national trade policy which discourages imports and 
encourages exports.”’ 

Edward S, Mason, Harvard University dean, said that 
to adopt a ‘‘trade not aid’’ policy would probably channel 
no more than ‘‘a few hundred million’’ dollars to foreign 
nations. Mason also doubted that a freer trade policy 
would greatly affect U.S, productivity. 

Seymour E, Harris, Harvard economics professor, 
said tariff cuts under the reciprocal trade program were 
being borne especially by ‘‘slowly growing or declining 
industries,’’ such as textiles, shoes and iumber. He said 
‘‘rapidly growing industries’’ such as electronics, auto- 
mobiles and chemicals should bear a share. Harris said 
that to help other, nations close the ‘‘dollar gap’’ the 
U.S, must increase imports more than exports. For that 
reason, he said, he questioned the whole theory behind 
the reciprocal trade program, designed to stimulate both 
imports and exports. 

Sept. 18 -- Paul T, Ellsworth, University of Wisconsin 
economics professor, said ‘‘inefficient’’ industries that 
could not compete without high tariff protection should go 
out of business or shift to new lines unless they were 
vital to defense. He suggested ‘‘gradual’’ removal of 
protection, and federal aid tohelp hard-hit industries, He 
advocated funds to train displaced workers, extension of 
unemployment compensation benefits and loans to enable 
firms to convert to new lines of production. 

Arthur W, Marget, director of the Federal Reserve 
Board Division of International Finance, said U.S, policy 
should continue to be aimed at ‘‘progressively higher 
levels of production and trade.’’ He said that to allow 
**protectionist interference’’ with free markets would put 
trade balances between the U.S, and Western Europe in 
*‘very serious difficulties.’’ Marget saidimport barriers 
‘‘can only be harmful and perhaps disastrous.’’ 

Sept. 19 -- Mike M, Matsaoka of the Japanese- 
\merican Citizens League said that restrictions against 
Japanese imports might drive Japan ‘‘into the enemy’s 
camp.”’ He said imports of Japanese textiles amounted 
to less than 2 percent of U.S. production. Masaoka said 
the reason the U.S, had not acted to block imports was 
that ‘‘domestic industry cannot prove its case on the 
merits.’ 

Dr. Warren W, Shearer of Wabash College, former 
government economist, said there was ‘‘an insatiable 
demand”’ for American goods throughout the world. He 
said it was good business to aid other countries to develop 
and acquire the resources to buy American products. 
Shearer cited Canada, England, West Germany, Switzer- 
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land, Belgium and Holland as countries ‘‘where standards 
are high (and where) the U.S, has the least difficulty in 
selling its goods.’’ 

Sept. 20 -- John C, Lynn of the American Farm 
Bureau Federation said increased trade was necessary to 
give foreign countries a chance to earn dollars to buy 
American farm commodities. He said it was “‘not a 
healthy condition’ for American agriculture to have to use 
‘‘special government export programs’”’ to get rid of its 
products, Lynn said 38 percent of all farm exports were 
the direct result of government sales or gifts, and that 
annual exports for dollars totalled only $2,176,000,000. 
He said farmers need export markets ‘‘of at least $4 
billion per year if we are to have an economically sound 
agriculture.’’ 

Walter A, Stilley Jr., president of a Conway, S.C., 
plywood company, said American plywood producers 
could not compete with low-wage Japanese producers. 
He said tariff reductions on plywood inthe last five years 
had resulted in a 940 percent increase in plywood 
imports, Japanese imports had risen 3,300 percent, he 
said. Stilley urged mandatory import quotas and tariffs 
based on relative labor costs. 

William F, Stoeffhaas of the Bicycle Manufacturers 
Assn. of America said the domestic bicycle industry has 
been ‘‘seriously injured’’ by imports since World War Il. 
He said tariff cuts and currency devaluations have given 
bicycle importers “‘an insuperable price advantage.’’ 

Edward C, Coleman, chairman of the Luggage and 
Leather Goods Lock Manufacturers Assn., said ‘‘we are 
fearful of being put out of business under present tariff 
rates.’’ 

Millard Cox, general counsel of the Kentucky Dis- 
tillers Assn., said American whiskey was ‘“‘virtually 
banned’’ by the United Kingdom while Scotch whiskey was 
imported to this country in unlimited quantities subject 
to nominal import duties. 


RED CELL REPORTED 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Judiciary, Internal Security 
Subcommittee. 

ACTION -- Sept. 15 reported that ‘‘a smoothly coor- 
dinated’’ Communist underground was operating in New 
Orleans as Jate as the spring of 1955. The Subcommit- 
tee’s conclusion, based on hearings of 17 ‘‘uncooperative’’ 
witnesses in New Orleans in April, 1956, was that Reds 
“‘sought to infiltrate labor unions, churches, farmer 
organizations, parent-teacher associations, channels of 
public opinion and other streams of influence in our 
society.’’ Subcommittee Chairman James O, Eastland 
(D Miss.) said the Sessions in New Orleans ‘‘revealed 
the conspiratorial nature of the Communist organization, 
the resort to aliases, use of code names, evasion of 
legal processes, fabrication of birth records and of social 
security records, and other practices...."’ 


D.C, SCHOOLS 


COMMITTEE -- House District of Columbia, Special 
Subcommittee. 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- On public schools in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

TESTIMONY -- Sept. 19 -- C, Melvin Sharpe, presi- 
dent of the D.C, Board of Education, said that racial 
integration of the District public schools carried out in 
the 1954-55 school year ‘‘would have succeeded better’’ 
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if it had taken place more gradually. He said ‘‘it 
probably would have been better togive children achieve- 
ment tests before, rather than after, placing them by 
grades in integrated schools.’’ 

Sharpe said achievement tests given 1,630 eighth 
graders in predominantly white schools and 2,995 in 
predominantly Negro schools produced these results: 
In word achievement, 11.9 percent of the white students 
and 65.8 percent of the Negro students tested below 
normal for their grade level. In mathematics, 23.1 
percent of the white children and 81.8 percent of the 
Negro children tested below normal fortheir grade level. 

Sharpe said, ‘‘We have made great advances -- there 
is no question that we have succeeded in doing a great 
many things that will gradually work out.’’ He said the 
D.C, Board of Education voted 6-1 to integrate District 
schools immediately after the Supreme Court’s 1954 
decision outlawing segregated schools. 

John Paul Collins, retired principal of Eastern High 
School, in a sworn statement sent the Subcommittée, 
said ‘‘the problem of discipline was tremendous”’ after 
integration. He said ‘‘fighting, including several knifings, 
went on continually.... Stealing is so rife that it is no 
longer practical to report all the incidents.’’ Collins 
said there were ‘‘many sex problems’”’ and that ‘‘virtually 
all social activities were dropped at Eastern after inte- 
gration.’’ Collins said in his statement the disciplinary 
situation had contributed to the breakdown in health which 
was the reason for his retirement at the end of the 1954-55 
school year. 

HughSmith, Jefferson Junior High School principal 
for 26 years, said integration in the District would be 
‘*successful’’ in 10 years, Smith said the formerly all- 
white school’s enrollment was 57 percent Negro and 43 
percent white in the 1955-56 school year. He said he 
feit the white children’s superior achievement ratings 
were ‘‘due to the fact that discipline (in white schools as 
compared with Negro) had been completely different.” 
Smith said he ‘‘still thought well of integration.’’ He said 
the schools had ‘‘big problems’’ that would take time and 
money to solve. 

Helen Maguire, Davis Elementary School principal, 
said problems of discipline were acute in the first year 
of integration, but ‘‘this year things are better.’’ She 
praised her teachers for the ‘‘wonderful job’’ they had 
done in adapting textbooks to the pupils’ lower achieve- 
ment levels. Mrs. Maguire said she would urge communi- 
ties planning integration to make greater preparation 
before ‘‘going into it head over heels.”’ 

Sept. 20 -- Arthur Storey, Macfarland Junior High 
School principal, said he had called police about 50 times 
in the 1955-56 school year. He said the disciplinary 
problems resulting from integration ‘‘take much of the 
time and emotional energy of the teachers and keep them 
from doing the job they are mainly intended for as well 
as they might.’’ 

Wilmer Bennett, Hine Junior High School principal, 
said he thought the integration situation was ‘‘improv- 
ing,’’ but that ‘‘if we had had more preparation, more 
moderation, we would have done a better job.’’ Bennett 
said it appeared that when District schools were segre- 
gated the Negro schools had automatically promoted 
children from grade to grade regardless of achievement. 

Dorothy Denton, fourth grade teacher, said she 
thought ‘‘the time will come when the schools will be 
segregated again’’ because of population shifts in the 
District. Mrs. Denton said, ‘‘In my opinion, integration 


has lowered standards of education in the District.’’ She 
said some of her third and fourth grade pupils could read 
no more than 25 or 30words, and that she could not give 
them more time because she had to take so much time 
for discipline. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- Clarence Mitchell, 
director of the Washington bureau of the National Assn. 
for the Advancement of Colored People, Sept. 19 said that 
if the hearings continued, ‘‘it is not going to do any good 
to the Democratic party. Voters in New York and Ohio 
and such states are certainly going to take a second look 
at a party that brings to power the worst kind of bigots 
and allows them to interfere in the affairs of the District 
of Columbia.’’ Mitchell said, ‘‘The questions and the 
attempts to read into the record what is not there demon- 
strate that this is a rigged hearing.”’ 

Lynn F, Woodworth, successor to John Paul Collins 
as principal of Eastern High School, Sept. 19 said ‘‘I 
had no disciplinary problems (at Eastern) I couldn’t 
handle in a regular way at any time.’’ Woodworth, who 
also served as assistant principal under Collins, said, 
‘‘This year it’s been practically perfect. It’s as calm and 
well-organized a school as I’ve ever been in.”’ 





Voting Statistics Corrections 


Following are corrections to be made in scores 
of Members of Congress in CQ’s voting statistics: 


EISENHOWER SUPPORT-OPPOSITION 


The 1956 and 84th Congress Eisenhower Support 
and Opposition scores of Rep. Cliff Clevenger (R Ohio) 
on p. 983 should read: Col. 1, 53; Col. 2, 32; Col. 3, 
48; Col. 4, 28. 


Clevenger’s Domestic Policy Support and Oppo- 
sition scores on p. 987 should read: Col.1,58; Col. 2, 
29; Col. 3, 60; Col. 4, 22. 


PARTY UNITY-OPPOSITION 


The 1956 and 84th Congress Party Unity and 
Party Opposition scores of Rep. James H, Morrison 
(D La.) on p. 1087 should read: Col. 1, 22; Col. 2, 9; 
Col. 3, 38; Col. 4, 11. 


The Party Unity anu Party Opposition scores of 
Rep. Otto E, Passman (D La.) onp. 1087 should read: 
Col, 1, 56; Col. 2, 16; Col. 3, 57; Col. 4, 17. 


BIPARTISAN SUPPORT-OPPOSITION 


The 1956 and 84th Congress Bipartisan Support 
and Opposition scores of Rep. Clevenger on p. 1105 
should read: Col. 1, 63; Col. 2,22; Col. 3, 51; Col. 4, 
30. 


The Bipartisan Support and Opposition scores of 
Rep. O.C, Fisher (D Texas) on p. 1105 should read: 
Col, 1, 71; Col, 2, 27; Col. 3, 73; Col. 4, 24. 


The Bipartisan Support and Opposition scores of 
Sen. Lister Hill (D Ala.) on p. 1106 should read: 
Col. 1, 80; Col. 2, 18; Col. 3, 83; Col. 4, 15. 
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MASSACHUSETTS PRIMARY 


Ex-Rep. Foster Furcolo (1949-52) won the Demo- 
cratic gubernatorial nomination inthe Sept. 18 Massachu- 
setts primary. Furcolo defeated former state auditor 
Thomas H. Buckley by an unofficial vote of 357,409 to 
131,875 from 1,504 of the state’s 1,949 precincts. Lt. 
Gov. Sumner G, Whittier was unopposed for the Republi- 
can gubernatorial nomination. All incumbent Congress- 
men were renominated. 

In the Seventh District Rep. Thomas J, Lane (D) 
easily won renomination to his ninth term, In a heavily 
Democratic district, Lane, who recently was released 
from a federal prison where he served four months for 
income tax evasion, polled an unofficial vote of 24,320, 
with 112 of 126 precincts reporting. Unofficial totals for 
his opponents: State Sen. Andrew P,. Quigley, 11,644; 
State Rep. Joseph T, Conley, 7,140; State Rep. Pasquale 
Caggiano, 6,667; and James D, Leary, 1,270. Should 
Lane win the election he would be the first person elected 
to Congress after a prison term. 

In the Eighth District the Republicans nominated State 
Rep. C, Eugene Farnum to oppose Rep. Torbert Mac- 
donald (D) in the November election. In the Ninth Dis- 
trict Rep. Donald W. Nicholson (R) defeated Hastings 
Keith by an unofficial vote of 22,533 to 17,843. 

In the 10th District Rep. Laurence Curtis (R) easily 
won renomination. His opponent in November will be 
Jackson Holtz, who lost to Curtis by 1,800 votes in 1954. 
In the 13th District, Rep. Richard K, Wigglesworth (R) 
won renomination over State Rep. Harold Putnam, unof- 
ficially polling 25,668 votes to 9,605 for Putnam. 


NIXON TOUR 


Vice President Richard M. Nixon Sept. 18 left Wash- 
ington on a 32-state campaign trip described by the Re- 
publican National Committee as ‘‘the most intensive air 
tour in United States political history.’’ The tour is 
scheduled to end at Philadelphia Oct. 3. At a sendoff 
breakfast for Nixon and other GOP campaigners, Presi- 
dent Eisenhower said they needed only to tell the truth 
about his Administration to win the election. ‘‘Our record 
itself is sufficient. If it is made clear the people will 
support it,’” Mr. Eisenhower said. 

Nixon Sept. 10 said he would present the ‘‘construc- 
tive achievements’’ of the Eisenhower Administration 
‘‘vigorously and aggressively.... You can’t win by wishy- 
washy milktoast.’’ (See next page for texts of campaign 
speeches, ) 


KEFAUVER TOUR 


Sen. Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.), beginning a 15-state 
campaign swing, Sept. 15 told a St. Petersburg, Fla., 
audience that the President ‘‘showed no concern at all’’ 
about ‘‘galloping inflation’’ that had lifted living costs to a 
record high. He said the only answer offered by the Re- 
publicans was to “‘turn on the hard money policy.”’ In 
Orlando, Fla., Kefauver called for ‘‘calm reason...fair- 
ness and courage’’ in working out the school desegrega- 
tion problem ‘‘without resort to lawlessness.”’ 


In Cleveland, Ohio, Kefauver Sept. 16 said he was 
‘‘sorry’’ the State Department ‘‘backed by the President 
himself’’ had refused to permit American newspapermen 
to visit Red China. ‘‘If we are to set our relations with 
the rest of the world aright, our purpose must be peace, 
our method friendship and good will,’’ he said. 

In Janesville, Wis., Kefauver Sept. 17 said President 
Eisenhower had ‘‘betrayed the farmers and the farmers’ 
loyalty’’ with a ‘‘false promise’’ of 100 percent of parity. 
Kefauver also charged that ‘‘middlemen and processors’”’ 
were running the Department of Agriculture. 





State Roundup 


GEORGIA -- Ex-Gov. Herman Talmadge won the 
Democratic Senatorial nomination, tantamount te election, 
in the Sept. 12 primary. Returns from 1,642 of 1,791 pre- 
cincts gave Talmadge 408,380 votes to 113,005 forhis op- 
ponent, ex-Gov. M.E, Thompson. Talmadge won a majority 
inevery county, giving him al! of the state’s 410 unit votes. 
The state’s 10 Representatives all won renomination. 


NEW YORK -- Rep. Arthur G, Klein (D) of New York 
City Sept. 12 withdrew from his race for re-election inthe 
19th District after he had been nominated for justice of the 
state supreme court. Klein had served inCongress since 
1941. Leonard Farbstein received the Democratic nomi- 
nation for Klein’s House seat.... State Attorney General 
Jacob K, Javits, GOP candidate for the Senate seat being 
vacated by Herbert H. Lehman (D), Sept. 13 said he would 
delay taking office in the Senate if he were elected until the 
GOP-controlled state legislature could meet and agree on 
his successor. This would prevent Democratic Gov. Ave- 
rell Harriman from naming a Democrat to Javits’ current 
post, the only statewide elective post held bya Republican. 


SOUTH CAROLINA -- The state Democratic conven- 
tion Aug. 27 voted 167-150% to support the Democratic 
national ticket in November. It was the first time in 12 
years a state convention had backed the national ticket 
without reservations or loopholes for potential bolters. 


TEXAS -- Gov. Allan Shivers (D) Sept. 18 announced 
he would support President Eisenhower for re-election.... 
Sen. Price Daniel, Democratic gubernatorial nominee, 
Sept. 18 announced his support for Adlai E, Stevenson and 
Sen. Estes Kefauver. Both Shivers and Daniel bolted the 
party in 1952 to support President Eisenhower.... Rep. 
Martin Dies (D) Sept. 17 announced his candidacy for 
Daniel’s Senate seat. Daniel has said that, if elected, he 
would resign his seat in time for his successor to be 
chosen at a special election before Congress convenes 
in January, 1957. 


VIRGINIA -- T, Coleman Andrews Sept. 17 was 
qualified as an independent Presidential candidate for the 
Virginia ballot in the November election. Andrews Sept. 
15 was endorsed as a candidate by the National States’ 
Rights Conference in Memphis, Tenn.... Richard O. Read 
of Arlington Sept. 7 filed as an independent candidate for 
the House of Representatives in the 10th District. 
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1956 Campaign Statements 





Congressional Quarterly will reprint major speeches and 
statements of Presidential and Vice Presidential candidates and 
campaign leaders during the 1956 Presidential election campaign. 
Where possible, full texts are printed. 


REPUBLICANS 


These are the major statements of Republican campaigners 
for the week ending Sept. 19: 


DWIGHT EISENHOWER 


President Eisenhower formally opened his campaign for re- 
election in a Sept. 12 speech to Republican leaders from through- 
out the country at Gettysburg, Pa. The complete text of Mr. Eisen- 
hower’s remarks: 


Mr. Chairman, my fellow platform-sitters, my fellow Ameri- 
cans and all the people that you represent in your official and per- 
sonal capacities: 

Unfortunately, the chairman did not allot me time. I have no 
idea how long I am supposed to talk, but I have so many things on 
my mind, if I get to wandering around too freely, | hope that some 
of my friends here in front will have the good judgment to act a 
little impatient -- possibly I shall notice it. 

| want, first of all, to answer a question | have been asked 
every day for just about a year: 

Ladies and gentlemen, | feel fine! 

And now, in acknowledging the very gracious and complimen- 
tary things that have been said about me today, and more particu- 
larly the latest remarks by the Vice President, | want to say this: 
There is no man in the history of America who has had such a 
careful preparation as has Vice President Nixon for carrying out 
the duties of the Presidency, if that duty should ever fall upon him. 

For four solid years there hasn’t been a principal, adminis- 
trative meeting among the heads of government that he has not 
attended as an active participant. He has gone, on behalf of the 
United States, to many foreign countries on many trips. And in 
every country that he has visited the reports have been that the 
United States has gained many additional friends. 

I have called upon him to serve on numerous committees, 
for people have banded together looking toward the solution of 
some problem important to our country, one of the most important 
of which was that looking toward the elimination of discrimination 
in governmental contracts, and the success attained isa tribute to 
his dedication and to his wisdom. 

Now the first thing that I want tosay to you personally is that 
! hope each of you has enjoyed the day as much as Mrs. Eisenhower 
and I have enjoyed having yououthere. It has been a great privil- 
ege for us, and | have particularly enjoyed listening to the people 
that told us something of the mechanics of winning elections, and 
working in the precincts, and so on. 

I subscribe to every bit of it. 

I would like to tell here just alittle incident that occurred not 
long ago in the White House one evening. It was a caller from 
nearby Maryland, and she said, ‘‘Twice Democratic workers have 
called at my door and wanted to talk government and politics. No 
Republican has yet called.”’ 

I would venture one word of advice on top of all that you have 
so far heard: when you go to that door and ring that bell, go with 
a smile on your face. Pessimism has never yet won a battle. 

Now I should like to talk a little bit more about the fundamen- 
tal reasons that we are here today. Now the obvious one is: we 
want to elect the Republican party to the position of leadership in 
our municipalities, our counties, our states and our national gov- 
ernment. 

But I want to point out that an election in itself is not the 
victory. The election rather is a mandate that is placed upon a 
party and upon its candidates by the people of the United States. 
An elec*ion is a beginning. It’s more like the battle orders that a 
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commander gives to a unit ashe sends it into battle. To do some- 
thing constructive for the great people that we call the American 
nation, 

Now, of course, this election concerns the important business, 
almost the life and death business of 168 million people. It is a 
fantastically complex organization. An economy producing at the 
extraordinary rate of four hundred billions a year, with every kind 
of craft and science and profession represented among our people, 
and each having its own special relations with government. 

So, knowing and hearing today the practical means by which 
we win elections, let us never forget, while we are winning, what 
do we want to accomplish? 

We want to accomplish giving tothe United States of America, 
in all levels of government, honest government, government of 
good judgment, government of tolerance, of conciliation that has 
very definite views about the relationship of government to the in- 
dividual and faithfully follows it. 

So let us not forget: We will not win an election merely be- 
cause we happened to like one individual or two individuals or the 
individuals and their families. We are winning an election to give 
America a chance to go forward along a path that we believe to be 
best for her, and because it is best for her it is best for the world. 

We have four great objectives immediately in front of us. 
First, we want to arouse the consciousness ofthe vast stakes that 
hang upon this election. We want Americato understand how much 
it means to them to keep on going down the straight road of pros- 
perity and peace. 


GENERATE CONVICTIONS 


We want, then, to generate a conviction. We want to generate 
the conviction that the Republican party by reason of the people 
that it offers you as candidates all the way from Councilman all the 
way up, represent the best hope of America to follow that great 
and broad forward way. 

We want to ignite a zeal so that we can make converts, make 
converts among every class of people, not asking a person whether 
they are Republican, whether they are an Independent, or whether 
they are a Democrat. We say to them: Do you believe this -- Do 
you believe this? These facts being so, you must vote Republican. 

So our idea is to get all of these converts understanding what 
we do about our country, about the capacity of the Republican party 
to lead based upon its record -- and get them to vote that way. 

And of course we want to fortify their determination to pre- 
pare themselves for voting. If we do -- and by this I mean, of 
course, registration -- if we do all of these things I point out, we 
transform a campaign into a crusade, we change a political plat- 
form into a Cause, a Cause that makes people jump up and want to 
work. 

It is useless for the chairman, or any of us on this platform, 
to say to you: ‘‘Just go work,’’ if the leaders of the party do not 
provide for the workers an understanding that puts a light in the 
eye and some joy in the heart --there’s no sense of going out and 
working. 

As a matter of fact, unless we had a cause that would do those 
things, Ideclare to you, never could Ihave accepted the nomination. 
And I know that none of you would be here today. You have made 
the long trek, some of you from California and closer, to come here 
and meet with people of your kind and with the rest of us, to talk 
over these problems. It is because you do have something of that 
in your heart and in your eye, give it to every worker. 

Now, of course, this job, there is nothing chronological, there 
is nothing really very systematic about it, forthe reason you can’t 
talk about human morale in terms of push buttons and call bells, 
Youhave got to reach down into the hearts of people, that is what 
we are talking about. It has got to be a real cause for which they 
are ready to work. 

What we are really talking about is, a day-to-day way of life 
on the part of leaders. And who are leaders? Anybody that can 
influence any other single person in this world -- that’s leaders. 
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Even down in the squad, in the Army, you not only have the 
squad leader, but you have the assistant squad leader and the 
technician. Each has his little job. Because why do you pick him? 
First, because he can get others towork with him. The essence of 
leadership is to get others to do something because they think you 
want it done and because they know it is worth while doing -- that 
is what we are talking about. 

By this day-to-day way of life, | meanusing every opportunity 
to tell the truth, to expose talsehood, to stimulate thinking. It is 
our great privilege dealing with fellow citizens as equals in their 
rights and responsibilities -- not playing ademagogue or the boss, 
or the “I know better than you”’ big-brother role. 

We want to emphasize the principles that distinguish the Re- 
publican party from our opponents, Now these principles con- 
cern, first, the purpose of government, and next, the nature of 
government. Here the Republican party is fortunate that in its 
first great leader they received an axiom thathas never been im- 
proved upon since his time, when Abraham Lincoln said, ‘‘The 
role of Government is to do for people what they cannot do at all 
for themselves, or so well dointheir individual capacities. And,”’ 
he said, ‘‘in all those things where people can do these things for 
themselves, Government ought not to interfere.”’ 

And in a subsequent talk on this very battleground, he said, 
“Government -- the nature of Government is of, by and for the 
people."’ There is no-better way todescribe the nature of govern- 
ment that the Republican party adheres to, and its purpose. 

Great books have been written in extension of President Lin- 
coln’s statements. More will probably be written, but the nub of 
them, I think, is something like this: 

The Republican party demands that our system be so conducted 
as to assure the individual his right to reach the heights that his 
ambitions and his talents permit, without infringement on his fellow 
citizens’ equal right. 

Next, to protect the individual against falling into the depths of 
poverty and misery through no faultofhisown. Next, to foster the 
individual’s will to join, with his neighbors in making their com- 
munity and state worthy and respectable members of the Republic. 
Next, to assist them in the achievement of that objective when on 
their own resources alone they cannot do the job. 


THRIFT AND INTEGRITY 


The Republican party stands for thrift and integrity in govern- 
ment and against centralization of power in big government, But it 
believes that government must neither pinch pennies where the 
security of the nation is concerned nor weakly compromise prin- 
ciple under pressures however massive or powerful they may be. 

The Republican party insists that the conduct of American 
world leadership be marked by an open diplomacy that permits no 
secret treaties, no covenants that violate decency or justice or the 
rights of even the weakest nation. For peace can be achieved and 
preserved only by international agreements based on moral prin- 
ciples that can stand the scrutiny of all mankind. 

Finally, to the Republican party from its very beginning, one 
man is equal in his dignity and in his rights. 

Now, our fundamental purpose -- immediate purpose is to 
persuade everybody to vote Republican. 

And there has been some talk about a phrase that [ used at 
San Francisco, and it must have beena very fortunate one because 
it has been quoted: Discerning Democrats. 

One accosted me here today. He came up and said: ‘‘] am 
one of those discerning Democrats, and I assume that from this 
platform I would hear a statement from one of them.”’ But that 
gentlemen -- I have unfortunately forgotten his name -- I want to 
thank him at least for giving me an individual report on what he 
was doing. 

Now again, I come back to registration. This campaign will be 
a tragic exercise in futility if we should succeed in generating 
zeal, the beliefs, the convictions, among all Americathat we want 
to generate, and then find on election day that half the people that 
we have converted couldn’t vote. 

Let us insist now, therefore, that everybody register -- telling 
them very frequently, ‘‘We want you to register. If you find it 
necessary to vote against us, all right, we would rather have you 
do that than not vote at all -- because we want the decision of 
America, not the decision of the mincrity."’ 


Campaign Statements - 2 


I have talked to great TV executives, and they say they are 
going to help, they are putting on little spot programs. | have 
talked to radio people -- movie people. All of them say they are 
going to help. I don't believe there’s any election that will be as 
effective as we ourselves can do: Telephoning our friends, cailing 
on those we don’t know, introducing ourselves, as | say, with a 
grin, and let’s get along with the business of getting them down 
there and getting them ready to vote. 

Now I am going to read you the shortest editorial | have ever 
read in this business of registration. It reads: 

‘*If you live behind the Iron Curtain, youdo not have to regis- 
ter -- you vote as you’re told, when you’re told. If you are an 
American citizen, you do not have to register. Period. In either 
case, somebody else runs your country.”’ 

Now let me mention one other thing. I would not admit that 
there is any Community, any county, any state, any section of this 
country, to be written off as hopeless. We had the report from the 
enthusiastic Southerner, who said we are growing in the South. 
Well, if you grow far enough you are going to pass somebody that 
is not growing. 

We have a great party. We have got individuals in this party 
right now working in the cities all the way from the Puget Sound 
down to Miami -- from Los Angelesto Maine. That's a bad word. 
(Much laughter.) 

You know, since I was allotted no definite portion of time, | 
am going totake some of this time to tell just a little bit of a story. 

When we went into the African campaign, as all of you know, 
all our troops were green, and the normal American boy seemed 
to think that some rules applied in war that were something, pos- 
sibly, like football or baseball, or rules that applied to any other 
contest. They thought there was time to fight and time to sleep, and 
so on. They had taken, in other words, their training lightly. 

And we had the battle of Kasserine Pass that came about be- 
cause of surprise and greenness of the commanders and troops, 
and we took a real beating before we recovered ourselves and were 
able to drive the enemy back from whence he came. 


COMPLACENCY LESSON 


But there was no less on the whole campaign -- in all of the 
campaigns in which I was concerned, so valuable as that. Never 
again did you find American troops casually sitting on the side of 
a hill and assuming that the Germans wouldn’t attack at 2 A.M, 
From that time on they were real soldiers. 

I think maybe Maine has a lesson in it. 

So our tactics, then, are to reach every last woman and man 
-- and child, indeed, because a child’s enthusiasm can be impor- 
tant. In your block, in your apartment house -- reach every one of 
them -- and convince them of the solidity of your views, the dedi- 
cation that you have to your cause. We will reach all of these 
people, we will convince them, because we are leaders. 

And I want to say one more word about leadershp. 

I told you I was going to wander all over the countryside. The 
tactical schools used totell us that acommander visited his troops 
in order to inspire them, they fight better. From the beginning of 
my soldier experience, | learned this: I loved those visits, but it 
was I that gained the inspiration. Thereis no American that can’t 
take inspiration from young 20-year-olds, if he will watch them in 
action. They bring to a cause in which they believe, an energy, a 
zeal, a belief, a conviction, that is inspiringto watch, and it sends 
each of us back doing our work better. 

Now, in conclusion, you know the problems. You must receive 
constant information from your headquarters. That information is 
rather like the ammunition which you use in a campaign. Use it 
usefully. It’s to prove that the Republican party is dedicated to 
the welfare of all the people of America, and to an honorable and 
just peace abroad. And remember, let us make sure that every- 
body has a right to exercise the ballot, because I would say that a 
voter without a ballot is like a soldier without a bullet. Let’s make 
sure that every man on Election Day is armed and ready to do his 
part with his own ballot. 

My friends, you have put upwith mea long time. As a matter 
of fact, I had a very funny story to tell you, but I am not going to 
tell you it this time. (Cries of more, more.) All right! 

I will tell you my story. Ihave to sit down, though I can’t tell 
the story standing up. 
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Campaign Statements - 3 


In the days when Mr. Bryan was going over the Chatauqua cir- 
cuit, he was often speaking at very short intervals. He spoke in 
many towns in the course of aday, He came into a town in Missis- 
sippi, and the train schedules allowed him just an hour and a half. 
And the first train got late, and it got down until he had only 30 
minutes for Mr. Bryan in the town the whole time he was there, 

And the man they had chosen to introduce him was a man who 
really loved his own oratorical methods and techniques. And he let 
go and he couldn’t stop. But finally, by pulling on his coat-tails 
and everything else, they got himdown, and Mr. Bryan had just two 
minutes and then he had to rush to the train. 

And the man who had staged the show was walking around and 
he was stopped by a farmer that he knew, and said, ‘‘How did you 
like Mr. Bryan?”’ 

And he said, ‘‘He was good -- | thought he was very good.”’ 
‘*But,”’ he said, ‘‘you know, that old bald-headed fellow that talked 
last wasn’t bad, either.’’ 


Speaks of Peace 


Following is the text of a major address by President Eisen- 
hower delivered Sept. 19 in Washington over the Columbia Broad- 
casting System’s radio and television networks: 


My Fellow Citizens: 

Tonight I ask the privilege of coming quietly into your homes 
to talk with you on some serious national subjects -- without the 
noise and extravagance usual during a political campaign. 

I want to talk of one word -- and of many things. The word is 
-- Peace And the many things are its many and momentus 
meanings. 

The force and impact of this one word -- Peace -- reach all 
persons, all problems, in all ourland. Its meaning embraces past 
achievements, present problems, future hopes. It touches all things 
in our life and knowledge: fromhome and school, factory and farm 
to the most distant points on earth -- a frontier in Europe, an 
island in the Pacific, acanal inthe Middle East. And this meaning 
ranges, too, from the highest kind of principle to the most personal 
kind of fact. 

Let me begin with a personal matter. It is a personal kind of 
peace that I possess -- granted to me by the mercy of the Almighty. 

It is this firm conviction: I am confident of my own physical 
strength to meet all the responsibilities of the Presidency, today 
and in the years just ahead. If I were not so convinced, I would 
never have accepted renomination to this office. 

I hope this conviction -- this peace of mind -- may bring as- 
surance to many others, as I stand ready to serve as your Presi- 
dent for another four years, if this be your will. 

Let me, now, speak of greater matters. 

Peace, like all virtues, begins at home. So examination of 
our problems and achievements should likewise begin here. 

Peace -- for any home in this land -- means each family’s 
freedom from need. 

The workers of America today fill almost 67 million jobs -- 
the largest number in our history. They receive higher wages and 
have better living standards than ever known before. And they 
know that, in the whole area of human welfare, every major Fed- 
eral program affecting social security, health and education has 
been improved or expanded to the highest point in our history. 

We should, I think, not waste time in self-congratulation as 
we face these facts. We know that America cannot claim perfec- 
tion so long as any family in this land unjustly suffers need. We 
know, at the same time, that we already enjoy progress without 
precedent. And our anxiety to achieve still more is equalled only 
by our thanksgiving to God for the wisdom, the skills, the industry 
and the resources that make us, today, the most fortunate people 
on earth. 

Peace -- next -- has a special meaning for our nation’s in- 
dustry, an industry upon which depend not only our own daily lives 
but also the strength of free men everywhere. 

We have made real progress, these last three years, toward 
industrial peace. We have seen the loss of time -- with its loss 
of wages -- caused by industrial conflict fall to less than half the 
rate of immediately preceding years. 

This Administration has trusted and respected the free pro- 
cesses of collective bargaining. 
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The reward, for our country, has beentwo-fold. Industry has 
smashed all records of production and expansion. And organized 
labor has grown -- innumbers, in resources, and in public respect 
-- to a strength never before known. 

Peace, for the farmer in our agricultural community, has too 
a special meaning, as he has special problems. 

Because I shail speak of these special farm problems in days 
ahead, I now want to state only the plain principles that must guide 
us. We must meet these problems with Government policies that 
apply to the conditions of peace -- not with policies of the past that 
applied only to the demands of wartime. And we must develop and 
live by policies that are truly constructive -- we must never, in a 
spirit of partisan warfare, treat the farmer as a kind of political 
prize to be fought for and captured. 

Peace in our society involves more than economic groups; it 
involves understanding and tolerance among all creeds and races. 

We have applied, these past three years, a clear philosophy 
to the whole conduct of the Government. We have rejected all 
concept of a nation divided into sections, groups or factions. We 
have insisted that, in the American design, each group in our Na- 
tion may have special problems, but none has special rights. Each 
has peculiar needs, but none has peculiar privileges. And the su- 
preme concern, equal for all, is the justice, the opportunity, and 
the unity shared by 168 million Americans. 

We have shown this concern by working to secure, wherever 
the authority of the Federal Government extends, equality of 
rights and opportunity for all men regardless of race or color, 

We have done this in the National Capital. 

We have done this in all the establishments of our armed 
forces. 

And we have done this inthe policy ruling all Government con- 
tracts with private industry. 


BUILDING PEACE 


These facts deserve one comment. 

I am proud that all the progressve actions of these years -- 
taken in the name, not of any political party, but of the American 
people -- place no individual in debt toany political party. These 
actions are nothing more -- nothing less -- than the rendering of 
justice. 

In all these ways, then, we have been building the strength of 
peace at home. And so, we have been able, on the whole, toact 
as a united people in our search for peace in its most critical 
form -- the peace of the wide world itself. 

Upon my inauguration in January, 1953, I made to you this 
pledge: ‘‘In our quest for an honorable peace, we shall neither 
compromise, nor tire, nor ever cease.”’ 

In the spirit of this pledge, let me indicate a few facts -- and 
compare, in some areas of our world, life today with life in 1952. 

KOREA. In 1952 the loss of life, for ours and many nations, 
seemed endless. Today Korea means: peace with honor. 

IRAN, This country had been tormented for years by Soviet 
threats and Communist subversion. The resources of that 
nation threatened, for a time, to be lost behind the Iron Curtain. 
We met that threat. Iray stays free. 

WEST GERMANY. Three years ago this great power was a 
territory of military occupation. Today it is soverign -- strong 
-- and joined with the West. 

TRIESTE, Ever since World War II, riot and a’ vision in this 
city had poisoned relations between two major powei 3: Italy and 
Yugoslavia. Today Trieste is at peace. 

AUSTRIA, Year after year, since World military di- 
vision and occupation had plagued the peopie oi iria, Today 
Austria is unoccupied -- united and free. 

GUATEMALA, This central American republic was a chosen 
target for Communist aggression in our Hemisphere. This danger 
was met and repelled. And as never before all the American re- 
publics are united against international communism. 

These few examples circle the globe. 

And they testify to our greater goal: to ease, for all men 
everywhere, the burden of arms and fears which they have suf- 
fered so long. For we have been pledged to wage what I three- 
and-one-half years ago called ‘‘a new kind of war...a declared 
total war, not upon any human enemy, but upon the brute forces of 
poverty and need."’ 
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We have been waging this kind of war ~-- inthe world, as in ; 


our own land. 

We have done this with ouroffer of nuclear material for world 
use. 

We have done it with our specific plans for world disarmament 
under essential safeguards. 

We have done it with what has been called the ‘‘open skies”’ 
declaration, proposing mutual air inspection of American and 
Soviet defenses. 

We have done it with what I might call an ‘‘open minds”’ 
spirit in our diplomacy -- for in meetings like those in Geneva 
last year we have made known our passion for peace in ways 
understood by men everywhere. 

And we have given the firmest proof of our final purpose with 
this declared policy: Inthe interest of world peace and well-being, 
this Government is ready to ask its people to join all nations in 
devoting a substantial percentage of the savings achieved by dis- 
armament to a fund for world aid and reconstruction. 

We stand ready, in short, to dedicate our strength to serving 
the needs, rather than the fears of the world. 

We stand, too, in true and effective unity with our allies of 
all the free world. 

This unity speaks through not onty the world forum of the 
United Nations, but also our defense systems. It speaks through 
the solidarity of the American republics, our NATO alliances in the 
West, our SEATO alliances in the East. 

And this spirit of unity imposes upon us this restraint: as 
issues and conflicts may arise between two or more nations, who 
are allied with us in freedom, we cannot become impassioned 
champions of one side or the other. Our task is to try always to 
heal any such conflicts -- infairness, in justice and in the name of 
the greater unity we seek to serve. This task is not always easy. 
But it is always necessary. 

Within this unity of free peoples, we carry both a responsibil- 
ity and initiative uniquely our own. When we occasionally differ 
with some allies, we are, as a free people, simply being true both 
to ourselves and to our common cause. Thus, not long ago, facing 
a grave crisis in Indochina inherited from the past, we spoke both 
more forcefully and more hopefully than some ofour allies. As a 
result, we today point tothe free nationof Vietnam -- free not only 
from Communist rule, but also from any mark of colonial rule. 


SUEZ CRISIS 


We face, in these days, another grave crisis concerning the 
Suez Canal. We have spoken with care and restraint. We cannot 
yet know whether the issue can be settled with justice and fairness 
to all. But we can know thatthe world will know that America has 
spared no effort to save peace. 

The full measure of our work for peace can be simply sum- 
marized. We have seen an end to the old pattern of tragedy: not 
a single nation has been surrendered to aggression. We have main- 
tained this defense of freedom without recourse to war. And we 
have embraced, in this defense-witiout-war, lands in Asia -- such 
as Formosa -- previously written of as beyond the practical reach 
of our concern. 

These are some of the reasons why I can say to you tonight: 
the pledge of peace, made to you upon the day of my inauguration, 
has been pursued --firmly and effectively. 

Our task is far from done. New problems, and critical ones, 
rise before us. And they give to our generation this warning: 
there are walking beside us, at this momemt of history, our two 
constant companions: great danger -- and great opportunity. 

We witness, as we scan this divided world, a number of grave 
problems. I wish briefly to state four of them. 

First: We witness today, across a vast middle-area of our 
earth, an historic struggle by its peoples for freedom -- freedom 
from foreign rule or freedom from domestic poverty. In this 
great belt, from the deserts of North Africa across to the islands 
of the South Pacific, there live 800 million persons -- one third 
of the world’s population. And through all these lands, Communist 
voices cry out to all men -- to hate the West. 

We act in this area by a few clear principles. We respect 
fully the right of all peoples, able and ready to govern themselves, 
to be free to do so. We realize that the future role of the West, 
with all these peoples, must ultimately be one not of rule -- but of 
partnership. And we know that this role will require us -- for the 
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sake of the peace of the world -- to strive to help these struggling 
peoples to rise from poverty and need. 

Second: We witness today, in the power of nuclear weapons 
a new and deadly dimension to the ancient horror of war. Hum- 
anity has now achieved, for the firsttime in its history, the power 
to end its history. 

This truth must guide our every deed. It makes world disar- 
mament a necessity of world life. For | repeat again this simple 
declaration: the only way to win World War III is to prevent it. 

Third: We witness today -- partly as a result of Western 
unity and strength -- the turning of Communist world ambition to- 
ward new methods and devices. These methods are first of all, 
political. They mean -- across the world, within each country -- 
new and powerful Communist effort to win with the ballot what they 
have been unable to win with the bayonet. 

We can meet this threat with neither anger against allies 
nor scorn for neutrals. But we can be vigilant, patient and com- 
prehending. We can, in the name of freedom itself, remind our 
allies of their responsibilities within their frontiers. And we can, 
as we address all neutral nations, remind them that there is no 
neutrality between right and wrong. And therefore, there is one 
issue on which we are not neutral -- their right right to stay free. 

Finally: We witness today, in the economic arena, the rise of 
the first great industrial power tochallenge the West. This power 
is the Soviet Union -- with its steel production, its heavy machin- 
ery, its natural resources, its technical skills. 

This power, as it is pitted against the West, will demand of 
us many things. It will demand the most vigorous economy of our 
history. It will demand the technical training cf our youth as a 
direct concern of national security. And it will demand, among 
the governments of the free nations, the closest possible coordi- 
nation of economic action, 

Such -- in the simplest of forms -- are some great problems 
we face. 

There are -- let me state plainly and immediately -- some 
ways not to meet these problems, as they must be met: with wis- 
dom and strength. 


ATOMIC TESTS 


We cannot prove wise and strong with public speech that er- 
roneously asserts our economic weakness. For the people of the 
world and the leaders of the Soviet Union must never be deceived 
or delighted by any myth of American weakness. They must know 
the truth of our strength. 

We cannot prove wise and strong by any such simple device as 
suspending, unilaterally, our H-bomb tests. Our atomic knowledge 
and power have forged the saving shield of freedom. And the wise 
future use and control of atomic power can be assured, not by any 
theatrical national gesture -- but only by explicit and supervised 
internationai agreements. 

We cannot prove wise and strong by hinting that our military 
draft might soon be suspended -- even though every family natu- 
rally hopes for the day when it might be possible. This -- | state 
categorically -- cannot be done under world conditions of today. 
It would weaken our own armed forces. It would propagate neutra- 
list sentiment everywhere. And it would shock our allies who are 
calling upon their people to shoulder arms in our common cause. 

We cannot -- in short -- face the future simply by walking 
into the past -- backwards. 

We cannot salute the future with bold words -- while we sur- 
render it with feeble deeds. 

I suggest only a few plain principles by which we can and must 
direct our quest of world peace. 

We must maintain our military strength: balancing it and 
perfecting it, in weapons and in strategy, so that its sheer effec- 
tiveness restrains any aggressor. 

We must perfect such military strength in ways that impose 
the least possible penalty upon our economic strength, for upon the 
economic arena communism is now focusing its power and its 
strategy. 

We must act with the knowledge that peace can be sustained 
for all the world, only with wider and growing markets, rising liv- 
ing standards, and flourishing world trade among the free nations. 

We must put effort, skill and faithinour diplomacy -- tested, 
as it has been throughout these last years -- for upon it ultimately 
will depend the prevention of World War III. 
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And we must practice this truth: the honor and strength of our 
own national life offer the clearest proof of the kind of world and 
the kind of peace in which we believe. 

This truth touches the lives of all of us. 

We cannot encourage economic strength in other lands -- if we, 
for political expediency, again let loose forces of inflation that would 
weaken our own economy. 

We cannot urge unity of purpose upon all free nations -- if we 
ourselves were to think and to act, not as one people, but as a 
divided and discordant nation. 

And we cannot claim the trust of hundreds of millions of people 
across Asia and Africa -- if we, in a free America, do not our- 
selves hold high the banner of equality and justice for ali. 

All this is what I meant when | said, three years ago: 

‘‘Whatever America hopes to bring to pass in the world must 
first come to pass in the heart of America.”’ 

I have tonight, my fellow citizens, submitted to you a kind of 
personal report on the state of our Nation. I have sought to define 
clearly the many meanings, to me, of this one word -- Peace. 

For the peace of which I speak embraces the home and the 
toil, the hope and fortune, of each and all of us. 

This peace, therefore, is no static thing, no passive mood. 
It is not a prize. It is a quest. It is not a present to be received. 
It is a principle to be respected. It inspires not relaxation, but 
resourcefulness ~- not stagnation, but stamina. 

Upon the day when I took the oath to serve you in this office, 
| spoke my abiding conviction: 

“*The peace we seek...is nothing less than the practice and 
fulfillment of our whole faith, among ourselves and in our dealings 
with others. 

‘‘More than an escape from death, it is a way of life. 

‘*More than a haven for the weary, it is a hope for the brave.’ 

If this be our faith, Ihumbly believe that we may ask the bles- 
sings of God upon our labor. 


RICHARD NIXON 


Vice President Richard M,. Nixon formally opened his cam- 
paign for re-election with a Sept. 18 speech at Indianapolis, Ind. 
Verbatim extracts from the speech: 


I speak to you today on behalf ofa great cause -- the re-elec- 
tion of President Eisenhower and the election of a Republican 
House and Senate so that we can assure four more years of the 
kind of government which has brought peace and prosperity to the 
American people and restored honesty, integrity, and decency to 
government. 

Since this is the kick-off speech of the campaign I want to 
tell you what kind of campaign I hope to wage. 

I am proud to be a member of this Administration. I believe 
we've done a good job in the past four years. I believe the best 
interests of the great majority of the American people, regardless 
of party, will be served by accepting the opportunity of having four 
more years of President Eisenhower’s leadership. 

I believe that we should elect Republicans to the Congress so 
that he can more effectively carry out his program for the future 
of America which he described so magnificently inhis acceptance 
in San Francisco. | intend to tell this story all over America and 
1 am confident that if Americans know the facts they will vote for 
the re-election of President Eisenhower. 

But there are those who ask what are we going to do about the 
attacks which are being made on us by our opponents? Should we 
reply in kind by attacking them? Isay that we have something far 
better to offer the American people than personal abuse of our 
opponents. 

But let’s get one thing straight right now. Where our oppon- 
ents misrepresent and distort the record and where they villify 
the President of the United States I shall consider it a duty and a 
privilege to set the record straight. 

| have faith that the American people make the right decision 
in elections, provided they know the facts. But where a mis-state- 
ment is repeated often enough without correction itis believed as 
the truth. I can assure you that that will not happen in this 
campaign. 

Now may I tell you some of the reasons why I believe that one 
good term deserves another and why the Eisenhower Administra- 
tion deserves a vote of confidence from the American people. 
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Because this Administration got the United States out of one 
war, kept it out of others, and offers the best hope for peace with- 
out surrender in the years ahead. 

That is what we say. Now let us see what our critics say. 

They say we have no peace, that our prestige is at an all-time 
low. My answer is this: It probably is not surprising that those 
who defend an Administration which refused to admit that the war 
in Korea was a war, might not know the difference between war 
and peace. But the American people know the difference and if you 
have any doubt about that, ask the mothers and fathers, the wives 
and loved ones of the 157,000 Americans who were killed, wounded, 
or missing in Korea whether we have war or peace today. 

Consider for a moment that issue which is close to the heart 
and to the pocketbook of every American citizen -- the economic 
policies of this Administration. 

That record can be summed up in one simple dramatic sen- 
tence. The great majority of the American people have enjoyed the 
best four years of their lives under the Eisenhower Administration. 
There are more jobs at higher wages, with greater take-home pay, 
for 66.6 million American wage earners than at any time in history. 
We recognize that some segments of our economy have not shared 
as they should in this increasing prosperity. 

I can assure you that this Administration is using every re- 
source at our command to speed up the disposal of the huge sur- 
pluses of farm products which have been responsible for the delay 
our farmers have experienced in moving ahead withthe rest of the 
economy to new heights of prosperity. Wedid not create this prob- 
lem, but we are determined to solve it. As the figures released 
by the Department of Agriculture yesterday show, farm prices are 
finally on the way up and we intend to keep them on that path. 

Until this Administration came into power in 1953 the people of 
the United States for a period of 20 years had never had real pros- 
perity except inwaroras aresultofwar. This does not mean that 
our national leaders got us intowar sothat we would have prosper- 
ity: Suchacharge is wrong and inconsistent with the facts. It does 
prove, however, that the New Deal, Fair Deal planners were never 
able to find the secret tothe problem of creating prosperity during 
peacetime. 


IMPORTANT ACCOMPLISHMENT 


May I touch now, very briefly on an accomplishment of this 
Administration which to many Americans is more important than 
all the rest. President Eisenhower has cleaned up the mess he 
found, has not allowed another one to be made, and will continue to 
maintain standards that will make every American proud of his 
government in Washington. 

I believe that the American people’s decision was right in 1952 
and it is even more right today afterthe magnificent performance 
of the Eisenhower Administration over the past four years. 

The decision is in yourhands. AndI ask you to make it in this 
spirit. Forget for the moment whether you are a Democrat or a 
Republican. Take into consideration what President Eisenhower 
says, what I say and what other Republicans and Democrats who 
support the President say. 

Consider also what our opponents have to say. 

But most important, consider whether this Administration has 
been good for you. Compare the last four years with the four years 
before. 

Do you have more confidence in those who make the foreign 
policy in this country than you had previously? 

Do you believe this Administration is an honest Administra- 
tion? 

Compare your take-home pay, your financial security with 
what it was four years ago. 

I am confident that the great majority of you, regardless of 
party, will say that this Administration has been good for you. 


California Speech 


Following are verbatim extracts from a speech by Nixon Sept. 
18 at Whittier, Calif.: 


Tonight I want to tell you some of the reasons why I believe 
that one good term deserves another and why the Eisenhower 
Administration deserves a vote of confidence from the American 
people. 
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Because this Administration got the United States out of one 
war, kept it out of others, and offers the best hope for peace with- 
out surrender in the years ahead. Thatis what we say. Now let us 
see what our critics say. 

They say we have no peace, that our prestige is at an all-time 
low. My answer is this: It probably is not surprising that those 
who defend an Administration which refused to admit that the war 
in Korea was a war, might not know the difference between war 
and peace. But the American people know the difference and if 
you have any doubt about that, ask the mothers and fathers, the 
wives and loved ones of the 157,000 Americans who were killed, 
wounded, or missing in Korea whether we have war or peace 
today. 

I would not have you believe that all of our problems in the in- 
ternational field are solved. The threat we face today to peace and 
freedom is as great as the world has ever seen. And the path to 
peace is not an easy one to find. There have been several times 
in the past four years when men who were rash or men who were 
less experienced could have gotten the United States into war. 
That is why we need today the wisest and most experienced leader- 
ship we can possibly have -- the kindof leadership that President 
Eisenhower has given and is giving to the American people. 

In a political campaign it is tempting totell the American peo- 
ple that we can get rid of the draft, cut our defenses, find a cut 
rate way to meet our international obligations. But I say that 
American security must come before any political ambitions or 
considerations and | am confident that our people, regardless of 
their party, will support that proposition. 

Of this I can assure you. As long as this Administration is 
in Washington, this is the type of national leadership you will 
have: We will never underestimate or pooh-pooh the Communist 
danger at home or abroad. We shall never engage in the cynical 
type of compromise or appeasement which might bring peace for 
ourselves but which would assure war or surrender for our 
children. We shail provide for the American people the very best 
national defense possible at the least cost consistent with national 
security considerations. 

We shall see that every moral, spiritual, and economic re- 
source of America is used in an unceasing and untiring quest for 
peace and freedom throughout the world. I believe that the record 
of this Administration in the field of foreign policy and national 
security is in itself enough to merit the continued support of the 
American:-people in this election, But let me give you some other 
reasons which | believe you will find compelling. 

ECONOMIC POLICIES 

Consider for a moment that issue which is close to the heart 
and to the pocketbook of every American citizen -- the economic 
policies of this Administration. That record canbe summed up in 
one simple dramatic sentence. The great majority of the Ameri- 
can people have enjoyed the best four years of their lives under 
the Eisenhower Administration. 

May I touch now, however, very briefly onan accomplishment 
of this Administration which to many Americans is more important 
than all the rest. I can sum it up ina sentence. In President 
Eisenhower we have a man whom every American can hold up to 
his children as one whohas faith inGod, faith in America, and who 
has restored dignity and respect to the highest office in the land. 

Let me list briefly some of the goals toward which we are 
working. 

Every American boyorgirl, regardless of his financial status, 
should have an opportunity to get the very best education for 
which he is qualified. 

The American farmer whose production is the primary ingre- 
dient in the strength of our economy must have his equal and fair 
share of America’s increased prosperity. 

The equality of opportunity for jobs, education, and housing 
must become a reality for our 17 million Negro citizens. 

The great untapped resources of water and power in the United 


States must be developed so that oureconomy can continue to grow. 


Small business which is the life-blood of afree economy must 
have the encouragement and opportunity which will allow it to 
compete successfully with big business. 

The aged, the unemployed, the sick, the less fortunate must 
have the consideration and care worthy of the wealthiest nation on 
earth. 
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The slums which blight our cities, the pockets of poverty which 
exist in some areas must be attacked with imaginative and bold 
programs. 

To accomplish all of these objectives we must aim toward a 
national income of 500 billion dollars. 

In the words of the President, ‘‘We believe that the slum, the 
out-dated highway, the poor school system, deficiencies in health 
protection, the loss of a job and the fear of poverty and old age, 
in fact, any real injustice in the business of living, penalizes us all. 
And this Administration is committed to help you prevent them.”’ 

I believe the best interests of the great majority of the Ameri- 
can people, regardless of party, will be served by accepting the 
opportunity of having four more years of President Eisenhower's 
leadership. I believe that we should elect Republicans to the Con- 
gress so that hecan more effectively carry out his program for the 
future of America which he described so magnificently in his 
acceptance speech in Sanfrancisco. 

I intend to tell this story all over America and | am confident 
chat if Americans know the facts they will vote for the re-election 
of President Eisenhower. 

But there are those who ask what are we going to about the 
attacks which are being made on us by our opponents? Should we 
reply in kind by attacking them? 

I say that we have something far better to offer the American 
people than personal abuse of our opponents, But let’s get one 
thing straight right now. Where our opponents misrepresent and 
discort the record and where they villify the President of the United 
States I shall consider it a duty and a privilege to set the record 
straight. 

I have faith that the American people make the right decision 
in elections, provided they know the facts. But where a mis-state- 
ment is repeated often enough without correction it is believed as 
the truth. I can assure you that that will not happen in this 
campaign. 


DEMOCRATS 


These are the major statements of Democratic campaigners 
for the week ending Sept. 19: 


ADLAI STEVENSON 


Adlai E, Stevenson formally opened his campaign for election 
to the Presidency inaSept. 13 speech at a Democratic fund raising 


dinner at Harrisburg, Pa. The complete text of Stevenson's 


remarks: 


I come here tonight to summon the Democratic Party in 
Pennsylvania and in America to the cause of freedom, the cause of 
human welfare, and the cause of peace. 

And I summon all Americans who believe greatly in these 
things to join with me. We claim no monopoly on the ideals we 
assert. They are America’s ideals. The victory we seek is not 
just for a party; it is for a people. 

But we do claim that this victory will come only to the bold 
and the brave, to those who are willing to work to make democ- 
racy’s ideals come true in the lives of every man and woman and 
child in America -- yes, andinthe world. This is our democratic 
goal. This is the victory we seek in November. 

And I am going to fight for it with everything | have! 

Our party is honored that leadership inour cause is shared by 
a man so widely loved and trusted as Senator Estes Kefauver. 

But it is not by the candidates that this cause will be either won 
or lost. Democracy’s price is the participation in it of the people 
it serves, And I join the President in urging every American, re- 
gardless of party, to register -- and to do it now, before it is too 
late. And I would add, too, that when you have to pay such heavy 
taxes and send your children tothe Army to defend the right to vote 
-- to defend government by the consent of the governed -- then the 
most important business you have just now is politics and voting. 

I read this morning that another political campaign was 
opened yesterday just 40 miles from here, before what the paper 
called ‘‘a crowd of more than 500 of the Grand Old Party elite.’’ 

I went to my dictionary. Here is what it says: ‘‘Elite -- a 
group or body considered or treated as socially superior.’’ 


Reproduction prohibited in whole or in purt 


Copyright 1956 Congressional Quarterly News Feaues Week ending Sept. 21, 1956 -- PAGE 1143 





Campaign Statements - 7 


Well! Joe Smith got it again! 

I’m mighty glad to be here tonight toopen the 1956 Democratic 
campaign before 10,000 Pennsylvanians, with the whole Nation as 
our invited guests. 

This is my third visit to Harrisburg in the past two years. 
Each time the crowd gets larger, just aseach month all across the 
country the tide of protest and of hope has risen. And that’s why 
after generations of Republican rule, the people called on the 
Democrats to clean up Philadelphia; and that’s why, after decades 
of Republican rule, the Governor of Pennsylvania is a vigorous, 
gifted young Democrat -- George Leader; and that’s why the next 
United States Senator from Pennsylvania will be a Democrat -- a 
dedicated man of noble principle and demonstrated competence -- 
Joe Clark. 

And, if | may claim a point of personal privilege, all these are 
reasons why your good friend is my campaign manager -- that wise 
and gentle Irishman, Jim Finnegan of Philadelphia. 

And what is happening here in Pennsylvania is going on in 
State after State. Just this week the rising tide burst the dykes in 
the State of Maine. 

Why is this? Whyis President Eisenhower the first President 
in this century to lose control of Congress in his first elected 
term? I think it is because the fog is rising, the fog of half truths 
and amiable complacency, and people perceive that all is not well. 

In the few minutes I have I want to tell you a little about Wash- 
ington and the world and what is at stake, as | see it, in this 1956 
election. 

First, our Republican friends have been suggesting in one 
way or another that there are no real issues between the parties. 
And they contrive this remarkable transformation by talking -- 
now that it is election year again -- like Democrats. 

Well, when someone says to me that the two parties’ programs 
are just about the same, | say that so are two checks, signed by 
different people. The question is which one can be cashed and 
which one will bounce. 

And I say that for 150 years, and today, and tomorrow, a check 
by the Democratic Party, written out to the American people, has 
been, is, and will be, worth its face value. We say what we mean. 
We mean what we say. And the record proves it. 


DEMOCRATIC YEARS 


This is the 56th year of the 20th century. America has spent 
28 of these years under Democratic government, 28 years under 
Republican. 

During those Democratic years we abolished child labor, com- 
menced unemployment insurance, old age retirement and minimum 
wages, made collective bargaining work, guaranteed bank deposits, 
financed home ownership, started public housing, put a floor under 
farm prices, set up TVA and REA, protected investors through the 
Securities Commission, and consumers through the Federal Trade 
Commission, and lifted the nation from the rubble of bankruptcy 
and despair to a great plateau of abundance. 

And, most of all, it was under Democratic leadership that this 
nation met and defeated the greatest threats to individual liberty 
and national freedom in modern history -- fromthe Kaiser, Hitler, 
Tojo, and Stalin. And in those Democratic years we pressed toward 
ultimate peace and security through the League of Nations, the 
United Nations, the Marshall Plan, NATO, the Point Four Program. 

And what did the Republicans do in their 28 years of leader- 
ship? Well, there were to be sure some accomplishments that 
must not be dismissed lightly. But they don’t even compare with 
these I have mentioned. And that’s why I say that to get things 
done America will once again turn to Democratic leadership. 

The Republicans pose the issues of this campaign in terms of 
slogans -- ‘‘Peace, prosperity, progress.” 

I pose these issues in terms of facts -- the facts of Ameri- 
ca’s unmet human needs, the facts of a revolutionary world in the 
hydrogen age. 

Here are some of those facts: 

In four years -- four years of wealth and abundance -- our 
government has let the shortage of schoolrooms and teachers get 
worse. It has done almost nothing to stop the slum cancer which 
today infects 10 million American dwellings. And juvenile delin- 
quency which breeds in slums and poor schools has increased at a 
frightening rate. 
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We havedone nothing tohelp the lot of the poor and of our older 
people, most all of whom must now subsist in a penury that gets 
worse as the cost of living climbs to the highest point in history. 

We have done precious little to aid the fight against cancer, 
arthritis, mental disease and other crippling and killing diseases, 
or to make up the shortage of doctors and nurses. 

We have watched the rise of higher costs and lower prices 
close on the hapless, helpless farmer whose only offense is that he 
has done his job too well. 

And the small businessman, who built this country, is now 
being pushed to the wall. 

Instead of turning our natural resources tothe public good we 
have seen them raided for private profit. 

And the facts of our progress toward peace are even more 
sobering. The Soviets have advanced, while we have fallen back, 
not only in the competition for strength of arms, but even in the 
education of engineers and scientists. Millions of people have 
moved more toward the false promises of communism than the true 
faith in freedom. And today there is doubt in the world about 
whether America really believes inthe freedom which is our birth- 
right and the peace which is our greatest hope. 

Why has all this happened? 

It has happened because for four years now we have had a gov- 
ernment which neither fully understands nor wholly sympathizes 
with our human nee-Js or the revolution that is sweeping the world. 

The Republican administration took office on the pledge to 
make it a businessman’s government. Well, that’s one pledge they 
kept. President Eisenhower filled two out of every three top- 
ranking offices in his adminstration with men whose lives have 
been spent representing business, mostly big business. 

Then -- partly by choice, partly by necessity -- President 
Eisenhower turned over to these men of limited interests and ex- 
perience still more of the powers of government. 


BUSINESS INTERESTS 


Where business interests are involved, these men whodomin- 
ate the Eisenhower administration have not been bashful. If it is 
a matter of cutting taxes for the well-to-do, turning our natural 
resources over to private companies, chipping away at TVA with 
Mr. Dixon and Mr. Yates, the men in the cabinet and the White 
House have been highly effective. 

But where human interests are concerned -- the interests of 
the young and the old, the workman, the farmer and the little 
fellow -- where the need is towipe out poverty, or to build schools 
and hospitals,, to clear slums, even to distribute the Salk vaccine 
-- there no one leads. 

And when all the world read with dismay Mr. Dulles’ boasts 
about how close he had brought us all to atomic war, the President 
of the United States said that he had not had time to read it. 

I respect Mr. Eisenhower's good intentions. Ihave even been 
accused of undue moderation toward his administration. And 
certainly in Congress the Democratic Party has constantly res- 
cued the President’s program from his own party. 

Everyone shares in aympathy for the circumstances which 
have created a part-time presidency. But wecannot understand -- 
and we will not accept -- turningtheGovernment over to men who 
work full time for the wrong people or a limited group of people. 

And the plain truth is that this situation would get worse not 
better in a continuation of this administration, because what in- 
fluence the President has with his party inCongress has depended 
on his running again. 

But from here on the future of Republican leaders will de- 
pend not on Eisenhower, but the Republican heir apparent, Mr. 
Nixon. And the Vice President seems to sail down wind no matter 
which way the wind blows. 

These are stern facts. To ignorethemis perilous. They are 
the reasons America’s human needs gotoday unmet. Nor will they 
be met so long as the President is not master in his own house. 

I firmly believe that America does not want to rest on dead 
center, that it wants -- fervently -- to move forward again to meet 
these needs. And I firmly believe that a leadership that will ask 
Americans to live up to the best that is in them will carry us 
across the threshold of the new America that now opens before us. 

I think America wants to be called onto build the schoolrooms 
and train the teachers our children so desperately need. 
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I think America wants to be called onto clear away the slums 
and bring basic decency to millions of American families. 

I think America wants to attack relentlessly the vast realm 
of human pain, and lift from those hit by serious accident or illness 
at least the added burden of grinding debt. 

Ithink America wants to give to the lives of people when they 
grow old the dignity and meaning they yearn for and deserve. 

As I have in the past, I will lay before you in as full detail as 
a campaign permits, proposals for meeting our needs. And we will 
talk soberly about their cost and ways and means of approaching 
them in a fiscally responsible manner, 

Most of all we want a program for peace. Whatever we can 
do here at home will be meaningless unless the world is such that 
what we do can endure. 

When we are spending $40 billiona year for defense, when the 
peace the Republicans boast about looks more fragile by the mom- 
ent, when the hydrogen bombs and the guided missiles are multi- 
plying, when Communist influence is spreading among restless 
millions nearly free, when we can lose the cold war without firing a 
shot, then I say that most of all America is anxious about America. 

It is not enough to pile pact on pact, weapons on weapons, and 
to totter dangerously from crisis tocrisis. There must be a call to 
war against the poverty, the hunger, the nothingness in peoples’ 
lives that draws them to communism’s false beacon. 

We must guide the hopes of mankind away from the blind alleys 
of extreme nationalism or bogus Communist internationalism. We 
must turn them instead to an ideal of partnership between the na- 
tions in which disputes are settled by conciliation, not violence, 
and in which the weapons of death are limited and controlled. We 
must make the skill and capital of the more advanced peoples 
work in partnership with the United Nations to remove the poverty, 
stagnant trade, inadequate resources, and all the otherunderlying 
pressures which drive nations to despair, envy and war. 

We have never been and we will never be a nation content just 
to count today’s blessings. 

We have confidence in ourselves, confidence that we can build, 
what we have to build, grow as we have to grow, change as we must 
change, and play our full part in the making of a better tomorrow 
for ourselves and all mankind. 

Our plan for 20th-century man is not just for his survival, but 
for his: triumph. 

If I were to put my political philosophy tonight into a single 
phrase, it would be this: 

Trust the people. Trust their good sense, their decency, their 
fortitude, their faith. Trust them with thefacts. Trust them with 
the great decisions. And fix as our guiding star the passion to 
create a society where people can fulfill their own best selves -- 
where no American is held down by raceor color, by worldly con- 
dition or social status, frorn gaining what his character earns him 
as an American citizen, as a human being and as a child of God, 

So I say let us be up and doing, probing ceaselessly for solu- 
tions of today’s problems and for the new ones tomorrow will find 
on our doorstep. And if you share my view, the Democratic view, 
then this election is asummons toa sleeping giant, then I hope you 
will join us to make that summons clear and strong on election day. 


Virginia Rally 


Following are verbatim extracts from a speech by Stevenson 
to a Democratc rally Sept. 15 at Walnut Hill, Va.: 


A basic complaint about this administration that you encounter 
all around the country is that it solargely represents a single in- 
terest -- the big people, the rich and the powerful. 

But I think ourgovernment should represent all the people and 
especially the little people, the ordinary people, the man in the 
street who has no one else save his elected officials, to represent 
him. The strong can look afterthemselves -- they have their lob- 
bies and captive spokesmen galore. But the weak have no one. 
I say we need an administration which is interested in farmers, not 
just in surpluses; in the small businessman, not just in abstrac- 
tions about free enterprise; ina young couple trying to get a house, 
not just in the re-discount rate. 

I recall a remark by the chairman of the Civil Service Com- 
mission, who was asked at a Senate hearing whether his Commis- 
sion was furnished any names of persons who are declared security 
risks, and he replied, ‘‘No, wedon’thave any names. We just deal 
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innumbers.’’ Well maybe numbers are enough for the Civil Service 
Commission, but they are not enough for a people’s government. 
And I say it’s time for this administration to stop dealing in num- 
bers and start thinking about people. 

And a good place for it to start is with its own employees, 

The United States Government ought to be a model employer, 
fair, considerate, and generous, | know from my own experience 
as Governor of Illinois that it is not easy to attract good men and 
women to government, and no wonder. When I became Governor, 
1 found that Civil Service had become no more than figure of 
speech, that the employees of the state had been exploited ruth- 
lessly and the public payrolls loaded with political agents. 

During my term we took the state police out of politics and 
put it under a merit system for the first time; we resumed ex- 
aminations and strengthened the Civil Service in many ways; we 
extended the career idea to new areas of state government and we 
lifted salaries all along the line up to levels both of competition 
and self respect. I did everything in my power to improve the 
morale, the repute and security of state service so that it would 
be more attractive to good men and women. 

And I am sure that the personnel objectives and standards of 
our great Federal services must be the very highest. 

But what has happened in Washington in the last four years? 

Although those of us who had worked in our Federal govern- 
ment here in Washington were pained we were not surprised when 
during the 1952 campaign, the Republican leaders damaged callous- 
ly, if unwittingly, the public reputation of the government service 
by their crusades against ‘‘bureaucracy’’ and what they like tocall 
‘government red tape,”’ 

If we winced at the wild Republican charges that the govern- 
ment was full of Communists and spies we were at least used to 
it. 

But everyone, I think, was surprised when the Administra- 
tion’s war of nerves against its own employees continued after it 
took office. Secretary Weeks, you will recall, called civil ser- 
vants, ‘‘Trojan horses left behind to try tohamper, hoodwink, and 
wreck the new Administration.’’ And Attorney General Brownell 
struck a more sinister note which we were to hear often when he 
complained of inheriting ‘‘more than our share of odd characters, 
log rollers and misfits.’’ 

Since then the guerilla warfare on the people who serve the 
government from our responsible officials has continued. 


EXTENDED CIVIL SERVICE 


The Administration, it is true, has increased the total number 
of employees covered by the Civil Service. But at the same time it 
has removed from Civil Service and in practical effect placed at 
the disposal of the Republican National Committee a large number 
of career jobs to which employees have advanced through years of 
outstanding service, Time and againit has forced men out of gov- 
ernment employment just a few months short of retirement age. 
Thus it has penalized precisely the ability, initiative, and devotion 
to duty which it ought to encourage. 

Worst of all, perhaps, the administration, for partisan political 
purposes, has pilloried innocent men and women under the pre- 
tense of conducting loyalty and security investigations. 

The history of this shameless political trickery goes back, as 
I say, to the 1952 campaign. You remember they modestly called 
it a Great Crusade and the orators made so much noise about 
‘‘Communists in Government”’ that when they got in office they 
evidently felt obliged tofind some, evenatthe expense of innocent 
government workers. So they invented and popularized the term, 
“Security risk,’’ pretended that all security risks were ‘“‘subver- 
sives,’’ and soon were able to boast -- just in time for the 1954 
Congressional campaign, of course, -- that they had cleansed gov - 
ernment of security risks by the bushel -- or was it half a bushel? 

Governmert workers were summarily suspended without pay 
on the basis of vague charges of ambiguous offenses, made after 
inadequate sifting of unevaluated information by untrained per- 
sonnel officers -- and then were forced to defend themselves at 
great expense before prosecutor-judges without being able tocon- 
front their accusers; and often without even knowing the real na- 
ture of the charges against them. 

But soon a Congressional investigation disclosed that 90% of 
the persons the Administration claimed to have fired as ‘‘security 
risks’’ were never determined to be ‘‘security risks’’ at all; that 
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others were not even fired but were merely transferred from one 
agency to another; and that half of those who were fired as security 
risks had been hired by the Eisenhower Administration itself. 

And finally the Administration admitted, after about three 
years of such devastating harrassments, that not a single person 
was fired for being a Communist. 

As the New York Times said a couple of months ago, ‘‘The 
Administration deliberately used misleading statistics about the 
program for political purposes. The political approach has dam- 
aged the President’s asserted attempt to clear the air of ‘un- 
reasoned suspicion.’’’ And now the Supreme Court has ruled that 
the Eisenhower Administration violated the intent of Congress by 
its application of the security law. 

The abuse of the security policies under this administration 
during the last four years is a shameful chapter in American 
history which began in consecration to individual liberty. The 
lives of decent and devoted government servants lie buried in the 
wreckage it wrought. The wider consequences are incalculable. 
Government always needs good men worse than good men need 
government jobs, and now sorely needed men have deserted a gov- 
ernment that played fast and loose with the Bill of Rights, and gov- 
ernment has been unable to attract young people with new ideas. 
Government needs men of imagination and courage, men with fresh 
ideas and the vigor to fight for them. We don’t want to turn our 
public servants into a collection of weak and spineless conform- 
ists, 


RESTORE DIGNITY 


What shall we do? 

Let me say to you that a first objective of a Democratic Ad- 
ministration will be to restore dignity and honor and self-esteem 
to the public service. Those who prefer to serve the common- 
wealth rather than themselves deserve the respect of their fellow 
citizens. Under a Democratic Administration they will have that 
respect once again. 

We must, of course, vigorously oppose legislation intended to 
override the Court decision -- we must hold the line where the 
Court has fixed it. 

We mean to reconstruct the present security system and de- 
vise a program which will safeguard the state without degrading 
those who serve it. Already, I amglad to say, the AEC has begun 
to move in that direction, and even the Army is talking about it. 
But it is shocking that the necessary broader reforms in the se- 
curity system have been so long delayed. Recently the New York 
City Bar Association proposed broad changes which represent a 
long step in the right direction. The continued hesitation of the 
Administration about this problem reveals all too clearly both its 
attitude toward the public service, and its reluctance to concede the 
wrongs it has committed. 

The way a government treats its employees, it seems to me, 
says a lot about that government. A democracy should not treat 
them as game for partisan advancement or public ridicule, but 
as upright, decent, conscientious citizens devoted tothe high call- 
ing, the unending task, of making the government better serve its 
proprietors, the people. It is in this spirit that they serve their 
country; it is in this spirit that the people you elect should serve 
them. 


Washington Press Conference 


Stevenson Sept. 17 told his first full dress press conference 
since his nomination that he ‘‘never doubted the verdict of the 
jury”’ that convicted Alger Hiss of perjury when Hiss denied giving 
U.S, secrets to the Communists. Stevenson said this was the same 
view he held four years ago. Stevenson said if this view ‘‘places 
me in disagreement with what President Truman says now, that is 
where the record must lie, must rest.’’ Stevenson said it was not 
true that in 1946, while declining an offer to head the Carnegie 
Endowment for International Peace, he had recommended Hiss for 
the job. 

Stevenson also said: 

INTEGRATION -- ‘‘i approve of what...(Tennessee) Gov. Cle- 
ment and (Kentucky) Gov. Chandler have done with respect to 
(school) integration in these last two weeks..,. | do approve of the 
rapidity with which they have taken measures through the use of the 
state police, I believe, and even some cases, the National Guard, to 
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secure and protect, to secure public order and protect the pro- 
cesses of integration. As to what I would have done as Chief Ex- 
ecutive in addition to what the two governors did and local police 
officials, | can’t say with any precision because I don’t know what 
the precise facts were in each case, or whether or not anything 
more could have been done or should have been done.’’ 

DEMOCRATIC CONGRESS -- “‘I am sure itis even more im- 
portant for me to have a Democraiic-controlled Congress than it 
is for Mr. Eisenhower to have a Republican-controlled Congress 
because a large portion of the achievements of the Eisenhower 
Administration have been accomplished only with the help of a 
Democratic Congress.,”’ 

FEDERAL RESERVE -- ‘On the basis of what information I 
have with respect to the working of the Federal Reserve System, | 
would suggest no legislation to alter the present position of the 
Federal Reserve System with respect to the Treasury Depart- 
ment and also with respect to the Open Market Committee.”’ 

SUEZ -- ‘It is no secret that I think the Administration has 
shown an alarming lack of understanding of these forces’’ (that 
‘for better or for worse are writing history in Africa and in 
Asia’’); and it is no secret that | don’t think much of the recent 
conduct of our foreign affairs. | have expressed particular mis- 
givings about our policies in the middle East, especially about 
Mr. Dulles’ on-again off-again negotiations regarding the Aswan 
Dam. But this is an area of vital concern to the United States and 
our Allies, and I do not think that any comment or criticism by me 
at this crucial moment would serve a constructive purpose.”’ 

DRAFT -- ‘I, for one, am not content to accept the idea that 
there can never be an end to compulsory military service. My 
statement does not call for the immediate termination of the draft. 
It does not call for a reduction in the strength of our armed 
forces or in our ability to deal with any defensive contingency or 
in our determination to discharge our commitments under NATO 
or other pacts. What it does call for is a re-examination of our 
military policy in the light of the recent extraordinary changes in 
military technology. Nothing is more hazardous in military policy 
than rigid adherence to obsolete ideas. We need fresh thought about 
the structure of American defense as urgently as we need fresh 
thought about the great issues of foreign and domestic policy.... 
What we need is a balanced and highly skilled force capable of us- 
ing our new weapons with maximum effectiveness against all va- 
rieties of aggression. The old-fashioned forces aren’t going to be 
able to do the defense job effectively in the hydrogen age. 

COST OF LIVING -- “I am not sure...whether this is an 
appropriate occasion to discuss the problem of inflation control, 
the methods that are traditional, like Reserve Bank requirements, 
consumer credit controls, commercial bank requirements and all 
that sort of thing, but it is a serious problem and becoming more 
so rapidly.... The problem basically is todistribute equitably the 
burden. I think that is one ofthe major difficulties and objections 
that I would have with the manner in which it has been conducted 
by the Administjation.’’ 

ARMS FOR ISRAEL -- ‘‘I have expressed my views as to the 
-- enabling Israel to -- as to the maintenance of a balance of 
power in the Middle East on many occasions going back, I think, 
now almost two years, certainly two years. | don’t know what | 
can add to what I have already said.’’ 

GERMAN UNIFICATION -- ‘‘Obviously the unification of 
Germany is an objective that should be the major concern of 
everyone interested in Germany and anxious for its future, and 
the resolution of the dangers and the tensions that are created 
by the present artificial division that exists. The method of how 
that is to be done in view of Russian intransigence is, of course, the 
issue, the problem. Idon’t -- have some ideas about it at that -- 
well, I am afraid I shall not be able to discuss them at this time. 

LABOR -- “‘I would certainly disagree that labor is having it 
very good in a National Labor Relations Board which has been as 
unbalanced as this one has since the advent of this Administra- 
tion. As far as employment is concerned, obviously it is very 
high. There are pockets of unemployment all around the country, 
as we also know. While they exist, I don’t think labor is having it 
very good.”’ 

TIDELANDS -- ‘‘I believe the Congress has acted on tidelands 
and in addition to that, the Supreme Court has sustained the con- 
stitutionality, I believe, of the act of Congress, and I would have 
thought that was the end of the matter.’’ 
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Capitol Quotes 





@ ELLIS ISLAND -- ‘“The General Services Admin- 
istration has put up the sign ‘for sale’ on Ellis 
Island. That sign should be removed. Over 40 
million immigrants have passed through its gates.... 
Their contributions to our welfare were incalculable 

Ellis Island should, therefore, be set apart as 
a ‘shrine,’ a national park service dedicated to the 
immigration that so enriched our land.... It would 
be a pity if Ellis Island were sold for private or 
commercial purposes. The President should order 
the sale discontinued.’’ -- Rep. Emanuel Celler 
(D N.Y.) Sept. 17 release. 


@ SUEZ CRISIS -- ‘‘The failure of the recent Cairo 
talks and the continuing crisis over the Suez Canal 
is causing considerable alarm in diplomatic circles 

It is important that we stand by the British and 
French in this conflict.... Every step short of war 
should be taken to keep the Suez Canal open. The 
next logical step appears to be the referring of the 
entire matter to the United Nations.’’ -- Sen. 
Frederick G, Payne (R Maine) Sept. 20 news- 
letter. 


@ VANISHING SHORELINE -- ‘‘The National Park 
Service, charged with conserving our priceless 
natural heritage...is watching our rising population 
pressures with rising apprehension. Particularlyis 
it concerned at this time with our disappearing 
shoreline. From Maine to Mexico, the areas still 
available for public recreation are disappearing 
almost hourly, as commerce and residential develop- 
ments expand. There are 3,700 miles of shoreline 
in this area, but only 240 miles are today owned by 
the people as a whole.... As late as 1935...the Na- 
tional Park Service found plenty of unspoiled sea- 
shore, suitable for public recreation, on the Atlantic 
and Gulf coasts. It recommended at that time that 
12 major strips, with 437 miles of beach, be 
preserved as national areas.... But only one of the 
12 was actually acquired as a national seashore. 
All others save one have long since gone into private 
and commercial developments.... ‘An undeveloped 
area 30 miles long, recommended as a national 
seashore in 1935, could have been purchased then for 
$260,000, or about $9,000 a mile,’ the Park Service 
sadly recalls. ‘Today, only nine miles remain 
undeveloped, and they would bring $110,000 a 
mile..." ’’ -- Rep. Harold C, Ostertag (R N.Y.) 
Sept. 20 newsletter. 
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@ THE SCIENCES -- ‘‘In Washington...] found a great 
concern about the boys and girls who decide not to 
finish high school.... Industry today needs skilled 
workers...the country has barely enough trained and 
educated people now in electronics, production, 
construction; half the firms surveyed by the Labor 
Department report shortages of research scientists 
and engineers.... I believe the 85th Congress will 
consider some sort of program to help students who 
yearn for careers in science.’’ -- Rep. Earl Wilson 
(R Ind.) Sept. 17 newsletter. 


@ TAXES -- ‘“‘During the political campaign this 
Fall one will hear many promises about cutting taxes 
even though most of the statements blithely ignore 
the problem of government fiscal responsibility. 
Personally I hope the Congress can reduce the federal 
tax burden next year but the House and Senate can 
only do it honestly by relating government receipts 
to expenditures.... Tocut taxes legitimately the Con- 
gress must hold down what Uncle Sam spends,... This 
year President Eisenhower had a balanced budget 
only because of good management of our government 
affairs and the nation’s general prosperity.’’ -- Rep. 
Gerald R. Ford Jr. (R Mich.) Sept. 13 newsletter. 


@ GAS BILL-- ‘“‘Rumors around Washington are 
that some ardent supporters of the President are 
seeking the active and financial support of the oil 
and gas people for the Fall campaign. The O and 
G people are supposed to have been told that if such 
support is forthcoming, the President will sign the 
gas bill as soon as it gets to the White House next 
year. I would advise the O and G people to be sure 
to read and understand exactly what is going on. In 
the first place, it should be pointed out that the 
phrase ‘as soon as it gets to the White House’ is the 
tricky part of the language.... It would only require a 
change of four votes to defeat the bill in the House. 
This would mean that the bill would never reach the 
White House.... The truth is there is a propaganda 
campaign going on today against the oil and gas 
industry. The present Senate lobbying hearings are 
furnishing a good stage from which to criticize the 
oil and gas people at the produce level.... The pro- 
paganda campaign will not only hurt the economy of 
the oil and gas people...but it will hurt every business 
in our section of the country including the farmers 
and ranchers.’’ -- Rep. Walter Rogers (D Texas) 
Sept. 14 newsletter. 


Week ending Sept. 21, 1956 copyright 1956 Congressional Quarterly News Features 





CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY 


The Week In Congress 





. 1C1 . Congressmen voted on nearly nine of every 
Voting Participation 10 roll calls in 1956. Republican Members 


had a slightly higher average of Voting Participation than Democrats, 89 percent 
to 87 percent. Generally, Senators and Representatives involved in primary cam- 
paigns during the session compiled the lowest scores. For instance, Estes 
Kefauver (Tenn.) had the low Senate score of 49 percent participation as a result 
of his Presidential primary activities. A Senatorial primary participant, Alexander 
Wiley (Wis.), scored 68 percent, the lowest score among GOP Senators. (Page 1123) 


Trade Policy 


College professors and economists appearing be- 
fore a House subcommittee studying U.S. trade 
policies agreed that liberalized trade programs would 
benefit both this country and the rest of the world. 
But representatives of specific industries said 
their industries were hard hit by imports from 
abroad produced by cheaper labor. (Page 1135) 


D.C. Schools 


Administrators and teachers in the District of 
Columbia schools system trekked to the witness 
stand before a special House subcommittee seeming- 
ly bent on showing that racial integration in the 
schools wasn’t a good idea. Most teachers and 
administrators agreed that integration had been 
carried out too quickly, that it had pushed under- 
educated Negroes into classrooms with more ad- 
vanced white students, thus forcing the educational 
level of the school down. The president of the Dis- 
trict’s Board of Education said the integration 
program would have succeeded better if it had taken 
place more gradually and children had been given 
achievement tests before they were placed in inte- 
grated grades, not after. (Page 1135) 


3,273 Lobbyists 


Lobbyists who have registered in the last 10 years 
outnumber current Congressmen better than 6-1. 
Official figures show there are 3,273 registered 
lobbyists compared to 528 Members of Congress. 
There may be less lobbyists than that actually 
operating; then again there may be more. The 
lobby law itself makes it hard to keep track since 
there is nothing in the law that says the government 
must be notified when a lobbyist stops lobbying. If 
he registered for that purpose his name is carried 
on the lobby registration rolls year after year. 
Other persons lobbying for specific information do 
not register at all on the claim they are just out 
to educate lawmakers on a specific issue, not to 
lobby for it. (Page 1128) 





Renominated After Prison Term 


Rep. Thomas J. Lane could become the 
first person elected to Congress after serving a 
prison term. Lane won renomination in the 
Massachusetts Democratic primary over five 
opponents. He recently was released from prison 
after being convicted of income tax evasion, but 
polled double the number of votes given his 
nearest rival in the traditionally Democratic 
district. (Page 1137) 











Court Vacancy 


Will President Eisenhower name a successor to 
retiring Associate Supreme Court Justice Sherman 
Minton before Nov. 6? The odds are against it, 
but the question suggests some interesting possibil- 
ities. Justice Minton is leaving the Court Oct. 15, 
which means the President could make a recess 
appointment anytime before Jan. 3 when the 85th 
Congress will convene. Such an appointment, how- 
ever, then must be submitted to the Senate to secure 
confirmation. If the President were to lose his bid 
for re-election to Democrat Adlai E, Stevenson, 
would the Senate confirm Mr. Eisenhower’s ap- 
pointee? In the history of the 122 Supreme Court 
appointments, there have been seven instances in 
which Presidents whose parties had been defeated 
in November nevertheless attempted to fill vacancies 
on the Court before their opponents took over. 
(Page 1129) 


Campaign Statements 


Where possible CQ will reprint texts of major 
Campaign statements and speeches of Republican 
and Democratic candidates for President and Vice 
President until election day. Some statements of 
their supporters also may be included from time to 
time. (Page 1138) 
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